Tabie of Contents

AeromVIT ST AD O UIETIITIE 1o cemem ey cenmeasee e weameeos 6 1460 £E7146 7067 6728 £ 7148 TKER £ 287148 T2 KETHEETS 62 TIPS v

Seetion 3 Commnunily 1Esuos 2308 DODTRITE (i s s s rsssmirses -1
1.1 Community Interview 1-3
1.2 RESUIES woovrccvimmmimmscccsmmminns s sssss s s ss s s s sssss s scsss s s sssss s s s sssss s ssss sl

1.2.1 What are you main issues or concerns with the cleanup of BPSOL?
1.2.2. Do you have any concerns about public health? :
1.2.3 What kinds of information do you want about EPA’s actlvxtles" JUURPON N L1
1.2.4 Do you want to be involved in any site-related activities that l:PA and other agencies
conduct? s T L . 1-6
1.2.4.1 How do you want to be involved? 1—Z¥>

1.2.4.2 Is there anything you received, read or heard about that partlcularly stands out?
. 1-7

1.2.5 What do you think is the best way to get information to the community?
1.2.6 Who do you trust for advice and information 7.
1.2.7 Are there other people we should:talk to? ...
1.2.81Is there anything else you like or havg seen work best about the cleanup or past

community involvement activities? ... 1-10
1.2.9 If there was one thing you would ask EPA to do better as it relates to community
engagement in Butte, whatajguld it'he? i v 1-10
1.2.10 Is there anything else yioutiwouldilike to add? 1-12
1.3 Input from CTEC. ...y e i 1-13
1.3.1 Input to the,£EP . - EGli e e £ 1R RS R R 1-13
1.3.2 Feedback on Draft CEP ...l 1-14
1.4 Current Comizjunity Goncerns 1-15
Section fnput frony Hevont Five - Yoad Review Intevviews £-1
2.1 Parrptt Tailings and Metro STrm DIainl s s s sasssnsns 2-1
2.2 WestsideSoils i -~ 2-2
2.3 Btormwater.ii,. i, w22
2.4 Wastedjeft In Place, 2-3k
25 Lower Area One (LAO) 2-3
2.6 Envircitimentalustice Issues 24%
2i2;) Assigiied alocal Remedial Project Manager (RPM) —ey
2.2.2"Made public meetings accessible
2,2,3 Provided information on a regular basis in an accessible format ..., 2-5
2.2:4 Helped setup a TAG 2-54
2.2.5 Conducted E] Screening of Butte Silver Bow Area [

Seetion 3

31

N

Document Code

Compunity Engagement Action Plan..

1 Existing Outreach Activities to Continue
3.1.1 Provide a Point of Contact
3.1.2 Develop and Distribute Fact Sheets
4.1.3 Hold Public Meetings .
3.1.4 Provide Updates to Local Government Officials and Agency Partners ... 3-3

[PAGE [i

ED_002601_00009503-00001



3.1.5 Update and Advertise BPSOU Web Site 3-3

3.1.6 Maintain Information Repository and Administrative Record 3-4
3.1.7 Maintain a Site Mailing List 3-5
3.1.8 Develop the Email List Service 3-5
3.1.9 Present Information on Local Radio Programs 3-5
3.1.10 Incorporate EJ in Outreach Activities .3-5

3.2 More Qutreach Activities e 3-5
3.2.1 Have a Presence at Local Events 3-6
3.2.2 Provide Presentations to Local Groups 3-76
3.2.3 Hold Neighborhood Meetings e . 377
3.2.4 Involve the Schools - 3-7
3.2.5 Explore the Use of Social Media 3-7
3.2.6 Respond to Citizen Concerns in a Bulletin Entitled * Respondmg to Butte s.Goncerns” .3-7
3.2.7 Coordinate Outreach with Non-Superfund Programs ... s s seesibbiiigs e 3- 87
3.2.8 Respond in Writing to Requests for Information ..., R e 3-8
3.2.9 Consider including CTEC in Ongoing Technical Meetifigsi,, - 3-8
3.2.10 Help Increase Success of Testing of Low Income Rentals ... i e 3-8
3.2.11 Have a "Pitwatch”-type NeWsSIeTter uuumnyiliicicsssiiineseeressesiiifiessdbssibion s o 3-8
3.2.12 Publicized remediation plan for the site 3-8
3.2.13 Sponsor Site Tours... .. 3-8
3.2.14 Expand EPA Funding of Outreach ifi Buttei; i 3 98

3.3 How Did We Do? 3-9
Sectiond Overview of the Superfund $ie and S8 el e s e 8 4-1
4.1 Silver Bow Creek/Butte Areg,Supertind Site ... 4-1
4.1.1 Original Portion of the $itg;, o 4-2
4.1.2 Butte Portion of thie Site .. i i 4-3

4.2 Overview of Mining gt the BPSOU and Beyond 4-5
Sectfon & Timeline of REGuiatony Ao 375
5.1 Enforcement History* 1987 to Present T |
5.1.1 Superfund Removal Program Actions ..5-1
5.1.1L1 TERAS iy nnsiiifiiisiinnmns 5-2

53612 ERAS i, 5-3
5.1.1:30theg Actions . 5-3

5:1.2 Superfund‘Bemedial Program Actions .5-4
5.1.2.1 RI/FS 5-4

5:.2.2 Proposed Plan and ROD 5-4

5.1"%2:3 Remedial Design 5-5

5;1,2.4 Unilateral Administrative Order 5-6

5.1.2.5 Consent Decree 5-6

5.1.3 Butte Residential Lead Program e D76

5.2 Upcoming Activities at the BPSOU - 2012 to 2014 5-7
5.3 Updates ——TY4

[ PAGE Ji

it

g

ED_002601_00009503-00002



List of Exhibits

Exhibit 1-1. Main Issues or Concerns
Exhibit 1-2. Public Health Concerns
Exhibit 1-3. Opportunities to Be Involved
Exhibit 1-4. Best Involvement Tools
Exhibit 1-5. Recent Topical Issues in the Community
Exhibit 1.6. Best Ways to Get Information to the Community
Exhibit 1-7. Organizations or Individuals Cited as Trustworthy for Advice or Informatlon.
Exhibit 1-8. List of Additional People to Contact for an Interview
Exhibit 1-9. Things Interviewees Have Liked Best
Exhibit 1-10. Projects or Groups Mentioned Favorably iy
Exhibit 1-11. One Thing EPA Could Do Better
Exhibit 4-1. Location and Layout of Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Supegfund 91te
Exhibit 4-2. Layout of Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Superfund Site. ... il i
Exhibit 4-3. Outline of BPSOU and Other Features within ButteiMontanaii....iiiiem e &
Exhibit 4-3. Outline of BPSOU and Other Features within Buite, Mohitana.....ii 4-5.
Exhibit 4-4. History of Mining in Butte w476
Exhibit 5-1. Timeline of Superfund Removal and Remidial ka from NPL Llstmg to Issuance of ROD 5-1
Exhibit 5-2. Upcoming BPSOU Activities 5- ﬁ?

Appendices

Appendix A Community Brofile
Appendix B Copies of Rétent Fact Sheetsiaiid Bulletins
Appendix C Contacts and Logations

%ﬁ%gh [ F‘AGQ I
Document Code

ED_002601_00009503-00003



Acronyms and Abbreviations

AR The Atlantic Richfield Company

BMPs best management practices

BPOV below poverty line

BPSOU Butte Priority Soils Operable Unit

BRES Butte Reclamation Evaluation System

BRW Butte Reduction Works

BSB Butte Silver Bow

CD consent decree

CEP community engagement plan

CFC Clark Fork Coalition

CFRTAC Clark Fork River Technical Assistance Committee
CFWEP Clark Fork Water Education Program

CIC community involvement coordinator

CTEC Citizens Technical Environmental Commiittee
DEQ Montana Department of Environmental Quality
EJ environmental jusgice

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ERA ecological riskassessment

FS feasibility'study

ICs institutional ¢ontrols

MSD Metro Storm Drain

NPL NationalPriorities List

NRDP Natural Resoufrege Damage Program

O&M operations and maintenance

ou operable imit

PRP potentially responsible party

RMAP Residential Metals Abatement Program

RI remedial investigation

ROD record of decision

RPM remedial project manger

the site Silver Bow Creek

WLIP waste leftin place

[PAGE i il

g

ED_002601_00009503-00004



Section 1

Community Issues and Concerns

This Community Engagement Plan (CEP) is the plan that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) will use to communicate with stakeholders and the general public regarding the remediation
activities of the Butte Priority Soils Operable Unit (BPSOU) of the Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area
Superfund Site (the site). The CEP identifies issues of concern to community members throughout the
BPSOU and outlines outreach activities that EPA intends to implement to address those concerns, as
well as a timeline for implementation. The CEP also addresses environmentaljustice‘¢pncerns.

EPA' i mission is to protect human health and the environmen

& i To achievethat
mission, EPA needs to continue to integrate, in a meanmgful way, the knowledgegnd opinions of
others into its decision-making processes. Effective public involvementican'bith improve the content
of the agency's decisions and enhance the deliberative progess. Public invglvemeéntalso promotes
democracy and civic engagement, and builds public trust in"ggvernment.

EPA has long been committed to public involvemegnti The fundaméental premise of EPA's Public
Involvement Policy is that EPA should continue to prgvide for meanitigful public involvement in all its
programs, and consistently look for new ways to enhan¢e publicinput. EPA staff and managers should
seek input reflecting all points of view and shauld carefullyiconsider this input when making
decisions. They also should work to enstige, thatdecision-making processes are open and accessible to
all interested groups, including those with linyited'financial and technical resources, English
proficiency, and/or past experience participating in environmental decision making. Such openness to
the public increases EPA's credibility andijmprigves the' decision-making processes. At the same time,
EPA should not accept recomniendations or propiosals without careful review.

The Public Involvement Poliey;supplements;but does not amend, existing EPA regulations that
prescribe specific public participgtion‘tequirements applicable to EPA's activities under specific
statutes, such as & oundat 40 CFR Part 300 ational 0il and Hazardous
Substance Pojflution Contingency Plan's CP. The NCP regulations specify the required level of
public participation: ix. Whenssrer feasible, agency officials should strive to
providiéificreaseid opportunities for public involvement above and beyond the minimum regulatory
requirements.

Superfund is the'ration's program to cleanup uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites. The
Superfund law, officially known as the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act CERCLA), was passed by Congress in 1980 and amended in 1986 by the
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA}. i
Superfund has three primary functions:

= Itgives EPA the authority to :
: releases or potential releases of hazardous subgtanccs

= Itenables EPA to compel those responsible for site contamination to pay for
3 cleanup-s i

@&m Eﬁ 1-{ PAGE_\* MERGEFORMAT [t
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s Jtprovides fundi
from responsible parties is not available ¢

fiens when money

At fund-lead sites, ¢leanupis paid for with Superfund money, At enforcement-lead sites, a potentially
responsible party {PREY pavs fro or performs cleanun. CERCLA requires EPA, or the state at state-lead

sites, to develop and manage community involvement programs at both fund-lead and enforcement-
i Al fmad o d eddoo ol cevmiaes Lo ana b d o canitdy Dy onef) e A XA Atk b e e e o,
lead sites. 4&4 z Lol anap-iey £ perfund-nonens-At censa-da :

B s m-h!!“ PRSE pgiEde: = uk'f) ii)D [J} PaYS forap Ex: eforynn-ahes B At either tpr of site, community
involvement remains the responsibility of the EPA

The CEP has been prepared following guidance from EPA’s Community Relations in Superfund: A
Handbook and Superfund Community Involvement Handbook. It also incorporates 201 updates to that
guidance posted on EPA’s website. It is a flexible document that will continue to evolve,and EPA
invites public comment and discussion at any time. Readers ar¢gncougaged toparticipate
in the communication process and may contact the designated EPA:§taff with ajiy questions,
comments, or suggestions for improvement. Contact information is provided in Section 2.

The community involvement effort promotes two-way commiinigation between members of the
public and the lead government agency responsible for remegdial actions. 514
EPA’s objectives for community engagementiin theigommunities throughout
:are to:

= Provide the public the opportunity to gxpress commments op,and provide input to technical
decisions.

s Jdentify the best way to communicateinformation to the public.
= Inform the public of planngd or‘opgoing cleanup.activities.
= Identify and resolve misperception.

«  Where applicablejaddress environmental justice issues.

The BPSOU is lgcated in sotthwest Montana, in the communitsi The
cleanup is y a'potentially responsible & the Atlantic
Richfield Comipany: under'ERA pversight. EPA is the lead agency and oversees remedial designs,
1mp](.mcntatmn gfremedial action, and performance of operations and maintenance at the site.
Bt zices. EPAalso hagithe lead role for implementing community engagement activities. The
Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) is a supporting agency.

This CEP relies heavily on personal interviews with stakeholders and the general public that were
conducted as part of the CEP preparation process. It provides opinions and concerns of the
interviewees and not those of the agencies. The information developed through the interviews and
summarized herein reflects interviewees' responses and perceptions, regardless of whether those
responses are factually accurate. The CEP will serve as a basis for addressing community concerns
and for clarifying misinformation identified in community responses.

The CEP is structured in the following format:

« Section 1 - Community Issues and Concerns. Provides a summary of the information thatis
important to the community as determined from the community interviews.

i)

2‘5@@?&%‘@
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s Section 2 - Input from the 2011 Five-Year Review. Provides a brief summary of input from
the recently conducted Five-Year Review of the entire site.

= Section 3 - Community Engagement Action Plan. Provides EPA’s plan of action for
implementing community engagement activities to address community issues and concerns.

s Section 4 - Overview of the Superfund Site and OUs. Presents a broad overview of how the
BPSOU isrelated to the Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Superfund site , other OUs within that site,
and to other sites.

= Section 5 -Timeline of Regulatory Activities. Presents a broad overview;of the regulatory
activities conducted to date as well as work planned for the near future,

Supporting information for these sections is provided in Appendices A through C.

1.1 Community Interview

Community interviews were conducted between October 3, 2011 and Hebruagy, 17, 2012. The
objective of the interviews was to find out how to best keep the piiblic inforfned 41d involved as the
project progresses. A total of 20 people were interviewed ini}7 interviews. The interviewees were
selected to provide a broad range of input. They inclugdiég: retiregs; teachers, medical personnel,
landowners, city and county officials, nonprofit en¥ironmetitil repiesentatives, and business people in
the Butte area. All were residents of Butte-Silver Bow:Based on inputfrom the initial interviewees,
two additional interviews were conducted byphone to tapture input from community
recommendations.

Interviews typically lasted about ap hour:kdach interviewee was asked a list of 10 questions to
determine their knowledge of the sitejinterests, doncerns, and preferred methods of receiving
information about the site. Thuse questiotig are providéd below. EPA also reviewed available
demographic and economic data to construct'@¢ommunity profile of the areas surrounding the site.
That information is provided, in Appendix A.

1.2 Resuits

The following presentsithe questionsigsked and the summarized responses to those questions.

130 0 hat are vou malt ISsUSs Or concerns

with tha'leanip of BRSSP
Interviewees offered a wide variety of issues or concerns, and
most had mgre thangne. The most common responses are

illustrated in‘the pie chart (Exhibit 1-1). O EPA
The single most common concern heard during the 0O Cleanup
interviews was the Parrott Tailings. It was raised by 7 Order

& Other

interviewees, 6 of whom thought that the tailings should

Parrott Tails

& Public Health

either be removed or studied further to ensure that they were
not impacting groundwater and surface water. There were

iy 1-{ PAGE_\* MERGEFORMAT 1B
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concerns that caps placed on the tailings would erode and that the capture area at Lower Area One
would not adequately capture contamination in groundwater coming from the tailings. One person
believed that the removal of the tailings was overkill and should not occur.

Public health was the second most common concern heard. People were not sure that contamination
was significantly impacting the community, but they wanted EPA to hear that the community was
concerned about making sure homes are safe (especially for low-income people), about
disproportionate health impacts to people on the hill, and about the need for neighborhood kids to
have safe places to play and go to school. There was also a concern that perception {rather than
reality) would impact community development.

Two people were concerned about the order of the cleanup, specifically why the cleaniip of areas
downstream was proceeding prior to finalization of the cleanup in Butte."Ehey were conc¢egned that
contamination in Butte could recontaminate areas downstream.

Five people mentioned EPA in their answer to this question. Four stated thiat theybelieved EPA was
doing a good job and was working hard to cleanup Butte. Ongipierson thoughtthat thereisa
perception problem, and that the public doesn’t realize all'the work that igiheing done because the
consent decree has resulted in a “gap toothed” appearance of'¢leanup.in some areas for the short term.
Two interviewees reported that most people in Butte are'satisfied with'thie way the work is going and
that EPA has done a very good job. They believed that the average person in Butte doesn’t get heard
and that the same people complain, no matter what. Onig personthoughit that EPA wasn't listening and
had turned off people who would have been interested irnt'the project.

Several interviewees had specific comments that'cpuld not be'grouped. They were:

= There is a need to tell pegple what the plan‘wasifor cleanup in Butte in a way that will open the
lines of communicatiogiand take carépf'more than the immediate needs of Butte.

= There seems to be ailack ofi@isystematic organized method for the public to participate in the
decision making process;

= The namg of§ilver Bow Creekiis not the Metro Storm Drain and that the pink coating that has
been applied is Ugly and-adds to'the degradation of the creek.

= The 2014 five year review'needed an external review and had been treated like a pro-forma box
to béghecked, which turned off a lot of people in the community.

«  Thereisa perception that the project is moving very slowly and that there is internal fighting on
how tgget the'money needed to do cleanup.

= Good stuff'is being done, but it is a difficult task explaining technical issues at such a complex
site. Even the difference between reclamation and restoration confuses people.

1.2.2. Do vou have any concermns about public
health?

About two thirds of the interviewees responded that they had
concerns regarding public health. Of those that had no concern,
two said that they knew people who have lived in Butte all

@ General

& Cancer

O Low income

Exhibit 1-2. Public Health Concerns
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their lives and suffered no ill effects and the others believed that the health issues were being
addressed by EPA and so they were not concerned. One person who had no public health concerns
said that it would be nice to meet the stream water quality standards, but that was impracticable.

Of the people who did have concerns, four mentioned a lack of available data on public health (Exhibit
1-2). The level of detail for this concern ranged from a general wish for more information on the
effects of mining to one question about whether the pig study used to validate action levels was
sufficient. One person asked if the contamination contributed to chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease effects.

Eight of the interviewees mentioned cancer or mortality rates in Butte. Three of those people believed
that cancer rates were actually higher in Butte than elsewhere and that the ¢an¢ers Were unusual in
their type or target. The remaining four pgople who
mentioned cancer rates felt'that theiperception in the
community was thatiancer rategwere higher'than
elsewhere, but they themselves eithier did not believe
this to be true or.were unsure; The disgonnect between
perception and redllty regardlng health f.ff(.(,ts was also sajdito be negativelyiimpacting community
development. s i ; #Rashes fromgontact with soil and |
respiratory issues were alﬁo mentloned by someoneg WhO pited ¢anceraga primary concern.

It was stated that many low income people, especialiy;those onithe hifl, have multiple environmental
issues in their homes (e.g. mining-related lead, lead paint, or asbe¢stos) and that environmental
contamination affected their health disproportignately. Ongperson said that they believed it was
EPA’s responsibility to provide the “best piablic health” regardiess of cost. One of the interviewees
referred EPA to the community needs healtfidssessément that was in the process of being completed.

Two people mentioned attic dust in oldérhores as @ipublic health concern, and one of those people
said that the line for samplingiof attic.dust is'drbitrary and should not be used to determine eligibility
for sampling or cleanup, They felt that statistics should be used to show if there isno problem in
certain areas. One persofp wasiworrigd thatButte-Silver Bow would not be able to ensure that
institutional controls wotld be tmpleménted in a manner that would protect public health. This
person did nothelieve that'Butte-Silver Bow would perform the needed maintenance. One person
wanted to know why thewater in the Berkeley Pit was being allowed to get to a critical level prior to
the onset of treatment, given'that they believed that the contamination from the pit had the potential
to golithie wayityy the Pacific Ocean if it entered the hydrogeologic system.

1.2 3% heb kinds pf information do you want about ERA’s activities?

Most of the people'interviewed said that they liked receiving site information as written materials,
such as the EPA:bulletins that are now distributed as newspaper inserts. Several of people had specific
suggestions on how to improve those materials:

s You should simplify the information. Raw data are available if people want it, but most don’t
need it. The technical assistance group (TAG) should help boil down the data into what the
public needs.

= EPAneeds to use fewer words and more pictures. Use lots of graphics to show progress and
issues, status, principal parties, goals, objectives, etc. Show time-specific accomplishments.

iy 14 PAGE \* MERGEFGRMAT 136
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s Keep doing the inserts, but put them in on Mondays instead of Wednesdays.
«  Make sure that the information is timely.

Other community members had suggestions about the type of content they wanted included in the
written materials. These suggestions were:

«  Make sure the updates tell what work is being done, how the community can help, and where
the current work is being done.

*  We need information on how people can get their soils tested. Maybe in a linlt'to the hospital
website.

« Give usareview of the whole site history. Show a timeline of how w# got to whereyye are at
(why were the pumps allowed to turn off). What went wrong and why?.1'd like a publicized
remediation plan - where we are, and where we are going.

s Tell us what is EPA doing in Butte as a whole? What is done to make it'a safe, hgbitable, and
clean environment?

= EPAneeds to educate the public on what can apd:gan’t be doneitn protect the caps. Maybe pool
up funding from various sources and start Cap Watchiyhichiwould belike Pitwatch and could be
a place that people could turn to for the latestinformatidi.on the caps and provide a community
system for cap awareness and protection.

*  Ongoing test result trends by mouth, by year, by neighbarhood, for air and soil quality, with
identified sources for previous andiongeing'tontaminators. Particularly, air particulate matter at
the Greeley monitoring site, asirelated:to MRI's:blast times and at hourly intervals thereafter.

Three community members igterviewed weie also members of CTEC, and they thought that CTEC
should have a greater opportunity to comment'on‘documents and change

f CTEC should be used as a platform to gather
mformatlon from the publlC. The Montana Pole and Treating Plant site was cited as “an example of
how agencies dismisspithlicinput.” S6meone suggested that

CTEC should do a quarterlyupdate. @ Opportunity
to Comment

Finally, on'é persotisaid that there is enough information
available, if people argwilling to get it. Itis not EPA’s role to
educate the publip,

B Review or
Provide
Input

1.2.4 Do yowwant to be Involved In any site- 0 Go on tours

refated activities that EPA and other apencies
conduct?

Most of the people interviewed wanted to be involved in at least
some of the activities being conducted at the BPSOU (Exhibit 1-
3). Of those who had a response, more than half were happy
with their current level of involvement and the remainder wanted to be more involved.

O Social
Justice

Exhibit 1-3. Opportunities to Be involved
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As a follow up, EPA asked how these people would like to be involved, what the best way was to
involve them, and if there was anything they had read about or heard recently that stood outin their
minds. The results to these follow-up questions are presented below and in Exhibit 1-4.

1.2.4.1 How do you want to be involved?

Some of the people interviewed wanted their involvement to consist of being informed of changes and
perhaps going on site tours, so they could be better informed and could serve as a resource for their
friends and neighbors. Others asked to have direct involvement with the process, such as providing
review of flyers to ensure that they were easy for the community to understand. The comments are:

s I'd like to be informed beforehand of changes and not after

they have already been finalized. We need an opportunity Newsletters/flyers (4 mentions)
to comment. Email (3)
Website updates (2)
= I'd like an opportunity to voice an opinion. Meetings (2)

Tours (1)
Postcards (1)
Public service announcements (1)

s I'd like to go on site tours. [ think this is a very good way to
learn about the site. It is so complicated, that being ableito

look at the site is very useful in understanding the issues.
Newspaper ad or story (1)

x  T'd like to help review flyers so that they are gévessible to Citizen neighborhood community
the public. EPA needs to draft them at a high'sghool leveélso information/action alliances (1)
that people can understand them. Alsg, people dan't Online surveys (2)

understand the relationships between the different Project Green (3)
agencies and the funding sources; 5o that'would be goad to
explain, maybe with a chart.

Exhibit 1-4. Best Involvement Tools

x  T'd like to be used as a regotirce foi:getting inforimation to
schools in the county. €all or email meand | will forward the documents to the right places. This
could be flyers thatigo hompe with kids, origther information tools.

= I'd be happy to review things oriprovide advice on how materials are written, so that you have
the point ofyiew of someongwhdworks with teenagers.

= I'd like to be involved insocial justice issues.

= Lwenld bewilling to be involved in facilitating the establishment of a procedure in
neighbprhoodicommunities for common citizens to become involved in the participation in the
detisionmaking and restoration/revitalization process.

= I'd likeitg be involved in the area from the Parrott Tailings to Lower Area One.

1.2.4.2 Is there anything you received, read or heard about that particularly stands out?
People were asked if there was anything that they received, read, or heard about that particularly

stood out for them about the BPSOU. Their responses are » Increased rate of asthma in Butte.
excerpted below and listed in Exhibit 1-5. Several of these items = DOE initiative for older homes.
are not related directly to the BPSOU, but to the site itself. s Five-year review.
= Parrott Tailings.
»  [heard there is a higher incidence of asthma in Butte than » NRD funding for Butte
elsewhere, is that right? Is it related to mine waste? I also a Funding for BSB water system.

= Stacie Barry’s doctorial dissertation.

Document Code

Exhibit 1-5. Recent Topical Issues in the
Community
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heard there is a Department of Energy (DOE) initiative for working with older homes, and [
wonder if that could be tied to the lead abatement program at the site?

s The Parrott Tailings seems to be in the news a lot (4 mentions).

« T've been hearing about NRD funding. The spending of the money seems to be politically driven,

and Butte is probably not getting our fair share.

= There have been meetings and discussions on NRD funding for the BSB drinking water system.

= I've heard about the walking trail, cleanup along Silver Bow Creek, andithe fighting for
Superfund reclamation money at downstream sites. That money needs to stay in Bugte.

1.2.5 What do you think is the best way to get Inforgetion tithe community?

Most people interviewed had at least one suggestion for
getting information to the community. Several people said
that they thought EPA should use as many ways to
communicate as possible. Suggestions for getting
information to the community were divided into fivé main
groups: schools, fact sheets, news media, face-to-fae
interactions, and the internet (Exhibit 1-6}.

Four people thought that involving the schoolsiyyould be
very useful, and their suggestions includedihistory club,
science fair, and the Ann Cody Smith Essayicontestilt was
suggested that involving high-gschiool age studentswonld
be best for more complicated subjects.

Seven people thought thatWrittenimaterials, such as the
EPA fact sheets or Pitwatigh wete goodways to involve
people. They thotight that'delivering the newsletters as
inserts was a.good idea; but'gautionegd,against delivering
on Wednesddy when all thé:sttire inserts were in the
papers,

Ten pegple ¢ited theinews media as the best way to reach
people."Their'siggestions included Party Line with Ron
Davis and €EWEG “Ecofazz radio programs, the Montana
Standard and Butte Weekly, a bi-weekly EPA science Q&A
in a newspaper, or perhaps a regular column spearheaded
by CTEC.

Ten people suggested face-to-face interactions. These

Exhibit 1.6/ Best Ways to Get Information to the
Community
L

= Ann Cody Smith Essay contest

=:Newsletters, fact sheets, bulletins, Pitwatch

= Pgrty Line radio interview

s CFWEG ~ £co/azz radio interview

= fontana Standard and Butte Weekly (bi-weekly EPA
science Q&A or a regular column — maybe
spearheaded by CTEC).

L S

s Public meetings (“with venues and times that make
sense”},

= Talks to local groups {e.g., the Exchange Club,
Rotary, or Pachyderms and Burros

® CTEC meetings

= Neighborhood community gatherings

= Central location for reports with cross-link
= improved EPA website

s Fact sheet inserts sent via email list

= Short environmental topic films on line

= Environmental blog

= Facebook page

(#) = Number of times mentioned.

included: public meetings (“with venues and times that make sense”), talks to local groups (e.g., the

Exchange Club, Rotary, or Pachyderms and Burros, and CTEC meetings. It was also suggested that EPA
disseminate information to people using citizens who were trusted by others in the community. One
person suggested EPA participate in quarterly (“fifth Wednesdays”) neighborhood community
gatherings, in each BSB Council of Commissioner’s District, focusing on dissemination of information
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<3 Conoerns

and on how citizens can become involved in the decision-making process and in the actual

remediation, restoration, and revitalization process.

Six people said that the internet was the best way to get information to people. Their suggestions
included: have a central location for reports with a cross-link, beef up EPA’s website, send the fact
sheet inserts to an email list for those who have a computer but don’t read newspapers, put short

environmental topic films on line, create a blog, and create a Facebook page.

1.3.6 Who do you trust for advice and information?

Many people who answered this question said that they generally turned to friends or neighbors for

advice, and that they didn’t have any specific
individuals to name. However, several people named
local citizens or other individuals who worked in local
government or who had been involved in the project
over the years in one way or another. They believed
that these individuals were knowledgeable or had
expert qualifications. One person said that it was
important to have face-to-face interactions that
allowed questions to be asked and answered.

Other people named the agencies that they believeg
were trustworthy. EPAand DEQ were mentioned
most frequently (Exhibit 1-7). People often said that
the choice of who they turned to for adyice depgnded
upon what the subject was. One person said;that'they
only trusted themselves through cageful criticil
investigation.

Exhibit 1-7. Organizations ot individuals Cited as
Trustworthy for Advice or Information

Pat.Cooney

Butte'Silver Bow,
Directoritf Public
Health :
BiitteSilver Bow, Chief
Execiitive

Montana DEQ {4) Dan Pawers ARCO
Montara Natural fnivagruder ARCO and
ResourcesDamage Fritz Daily Pioneer
Program Articles in
Bureau'pf. Minesigng, the
Geglogy (2} newspaper

Marci at

(#) Number of times mentioned, if mentioned more than

once,

1.2.7 &re thers other podnle we should talieio?

During the interview, peoplé werégsked if there was anyone else that they thought EPA should talk to
in order to get a complete picture of ity best to communicate with the community. The names and/or

organizations suggested are;presented in'Exhibit 1-8.

Exhibit 1-8. List of Additional:People to Contact for an Interview

Butte Sifver Bow:(BSB) Hofes

Karen BurnsiiBSB Cofstiunity
Development Bitector

Barbara Brophy, Bitte Head Start

Low income housing
issues

Barb Miller

Fritz Daily and John Ray

Community and social
justice issues

Terri Hocking, BSB Health Dept.

Health issues {Env.
Factors working group)

Connie Kenny, Butte Chamber of
Commerce

Business perspective

ARCO Retirees Group and Belmont

Senior Citizen’s Center (Nancy) ENIOT's ssues

BSB Council of Commissioners

Justin Ringsak

Communication issues
Chad Okrush

Dave Palmer, BSB Commissioner

Jon Sesso, BSB Planning Dept.

Matt Vincent and Pat Munday
Ted Duaime, MBMG

Env. issues

Paul Babb, BSB Chief Executive

Community and
infrastructure issues and
local government
perspective
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[ MACROBUTION AccestliChangesihown 113 = Community bisnes

Some of these people were already on the list of individuals to be interviewed and others were
contacted by EPA and asked if they would participate in the interview process. Names of individuals
who could not be interviewed but who were otherwise interested were placed on a future contact list.

1.2.8 Is thare anyihing else you ke or have seen
work best about the cleanup or past community
involvemeant activitiss?

B General
Many of the interviewees cited specific items that they Cleanup
believed worked best. These are divided into four groups: & Specific
general cleanup, specific projects, groups, and information Projects

O Groups

(Exhibit 1-9). Specific projects and groups that were
mentioned favorably by interviewees are listed in Exhibit 1-10.
The general comments are excerpted below.

O information

#  The cleanup has been great overall. People forget where
we have come from. EPA is not visible enough about Exhibit 1-9. Things Interviewees Have
these achievements. The area has really heen beautified. Liked Best
When you clean something up, you should toot yeur hor;

« Ilike it all - especially the walking trail and the.ongoingi¢ommiunity enrichment. Don’t babysit
us. Just leave us with a place to start or maybe a‘vision of what it'could be. We have been in it too
long to see beyond it.

= Granite Mountain Memorial

= The sampling and cleanup at people¢shouses have beenvery * Copper Mountain
good. But there are people whpo are nof taking:advantage of it = Trail system
and the RMAP needs to find a wayito reach theny, * Project Green (2)
= Rally Around the Creek

= lam impressed by the clegnupof the soilsand attic dust. = CFWEP (2)
* CFRTAC
= The cleanups are'greatjiand a'lgt of theswork around town has * CTEC (4)
been very beneficial:ARC@iand EP#have done a great job. ® Pitwatch (2)

Their mahagérshave'been strémg women who have been able
to getthe job done.

Newspaper articles are effective.

Field trips with the WET program.

Need to expand to produce “Capwatch.”
= ThHeGreenway Trail System is a good example of how

informied citizens toak an active role in producing something
good for Butte.

Greenway service district.

Mentioned Favorably

1.2.9 if thuye was one thing vou woudd ask EPA to
do better 39 relates to community engagement in Butte, what would it he?

Fifteen of the interviewees had a response to this question, and for most people, the response related
either to a need to increase EPA’s visibility in the community or to increase the EPA’s educational
outreach (Exhibit 1-10).

Seven people had comments related specifically to EPA’s visibility:
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s EPA should have a visible, welcoming, public presence in Butte. The new office is too hard to get
to because of security and there is no one there who is supposed to be doing public outreach -
not technical work.

=  Be more visible.

s Tell us about accomplishments. Help people to understand
the relationship between EPA and ARCO, so they see that it

is about stakeholders working together and not some £ Be More
sinister thing. Visible
HIncrease
= Be more visible. Reach out to clubs and get them to spread Education
the word. Get on Party Line. O Other

= Show your face. Go to meetings. Take control when
someone starts monopolizing the meeting.

Exhibit 1-11. One Thing EPA Could Do
= Come into the neighborhoods, and clean them up. Thergiis Better

a lot of degradation in the housing. Maybe get involved
with the Emma Park Neighborhood task force.

= EPAhas had an image problem - since the Rigagan administration. Give us a status report. Be
more visible on remediation and solution. Advegtise your successes. EPA shouldn’t take the
brunt of 100 years of mining.

Eight people asked that EPA make an effirt to praduce more information, target specific audiences,
and educate the public:

«  Talk to the public in a way they caniunderstanid; Incorporate GIS layers, so people can use the
internet to look up whatinterests themiabout the site.

»  Butte is a reclamation’¢économy, Maybe EPA could involve Brownfield-type activity in some way.
It’'s about more tham,cleaning upisoiliit's about cleanup, job retraining, and public infrastructure.
The issugs neied to be addressed holistically. Make this a flagship site thatis a model for the
community. Gives more inforniation on time-specific goals, objectives, and strategy.

= Make a ctingepted effort'té'engage the citizenry. Too often it has been “we will talk in the
Sfuturey,.”

= Inviglve'séhools and do more outreach. CFWEP needs resources to produce materials. Find a
voicefar getting out EPA’s message and receiving the community’s message.

»  Getthe community groups working together, and teach us how to sustain after EPA leaves.
Educate about health risks, and address why other communities are growing, while Butte is not.
Is that because of water contamination, earthquake damage, and tunnels under town? Why are
we waiting until 2020 to treat pit water?

= Make sure that the people understand that the EPA stands for the people. EPA should be a
guardian of health and welfare for the community.
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LMACROBUTION AcceptAllChangesthown 1 1 » Tomemunity bsines an

s Develop, initiate, empower, and promote a systematic organized procedure whereby
neighborhood community listening sessions would be held each quarter, in every BSB
Commissioner District. Be instrumental in the formation, empowerment, encouragement, and
ongoing functioning of neighborhood community remediation, restoration, and revitalization
alliances and action task forces.

s Participate in authentic, two-way communication for the community.

« Improve your website and coordinate with the community. Let people know what EPA can and
can’t do. There is no use taking the heat for something that you are not even allowed to do.

Two people had comments that fell outside of the two categories described above:

«  Make more of an effort to help the public and not do just what ARCO wants. Be morg yisible and
open to the citizens of Butte. Address the concerns raised at the publi¢megetings about the
Parrott Tailings.

s The expansion of the area where attic dust will be addressed to inglude all:of BSB and Rocker
means that this issue is now very well covered by ERA.

1.2.10 §s there anyihing sise vou would It add?

This question was a final opportunity for people td‘mention segnething that they might have forgotten
earlier in the interview. The answers spanned a wide Tange of topics and are presented below.

=  Lose the acronyms in EPA newsletters and help CTEC improve and address their mission.

= Sara is easy to deal with.

#=  Expand EPA’s presenceon the intérnet. Try making some short videos on environmental topics.
s EPAdoesn’t need a:PR person.They need'aigood communication specialist - a good Irish priest.
« It'sa complicated %ite andmumeérousigroups seek to represent “the community.”

»  CTECigwetting better; but théyidon’t have a good reputation.

= The progressis wonderful; People forget what it used to look like.

= 4 Check put theicommunity needs assessment on the BSB website. Environmental health isa
sectionin the dogiment and there is a community health improvement plan.

s Do something about traffic when Harrison Avenue is shut down.
#= Thereisa lotat stake here. Be visible. Step up and show us that you are part of the solution. Be
straight with us. Tell us “this is financially where we are at....” “This is the best we can do.” People

think that money for cleanup is unlimited and ask for things that EPA can’t deliver.

= Give presentations to the County Commissioners. That will get the news of progressin the
newspapers (because they cover those meetings).

= Butte needs reclamation, not caps that will erode. I am not sure that the county has the expertise
to do the BRES evaluations. People need to know that the people checking the caps are qualified.
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The open spaces sold by ARCO are stressing the limits of the public health lead program. The
Lower Area One changes are good and user friendly.

Overall, the silent majority thinks the cleanup is pretty good. Only a select few are very involved
and unhappy. CTEC is not fulfilling their mission statement.

EPA is always measured by the EPA itself. There should be a 3rd party check and balance to
ensure that reasonably and informed people are doing right things.

EPA should look at what it can do in collaboration with other government entities to form a
coordinated program to develop, encourage, and contribute to development 6f community
spirit, willingness, preparedness, and transformation.

Add some “web facts” on how Superfund affects you, what happensifcontaminant$increase in

the future, and what is EPA planning for next steps. Use public service'annguncementsito direct
people to the web site.

Input from CTEC

CTEC provided inputas a group to the CEP and also on the diaft. That intpyt was used, along with
information from the individual interviews, to develgpithe.outrégeh meghodsin Section 3 and is
provided below.

131 Inpul to the CEP

CTEC held a public meeting of September:20, 2011 regarding the upcoming revision to

the CEP. People at the meeting volunteered'concernsand suggestions for proposed actions. The concerns are

listed below, as provided by CTEC. The'numberin parentheses indicated how many people shared the concern.

1.

NoOWw R wWwN

2

Five Year Review was bjaséd (due t& ERA/contractors evaluating themselves) and citizens are skeptical
regarding its content. (2}

Number of involyedicitizens is gwindling, same people at meetings. (2)

Involve kids, schagls, MT.Tectiif.community involvement.

Cl programs must target foy, incomigiand disadvantaged groups. (2)

Transpareney.of EPAdecisionmaking, planning, and data available should be improved. (2)
Community néeds.to b&involvédin decision making, not just receiving information from EPA.
Maity.things are happening and changing with Superfund, but not being explained (examples given:
LAO cobstriiction, OU actions being more integrated, EPA approach evolving).

Conununity involvement coordinator {CIC) should be trained in communication and EPA Ci training.
Frustrating to see EPA and DEQ argue; this confounds communication between the public and EPA {one
examplaigiven wias argument about whether ARARs called for dissolved or total metal analysis in water
quality).

10. Yard caps may not last (one example given was rising water prices may lead to people not watering

vegetation on caps).

11. EPA s waiting for public to come to them for involvement and outreach.
12. Thereis a lack of response to citizen concerns, comments, including those technical comments made

by experts in community.

13. BSBis a PRP and may have conflict of interest when determining or advocating what is best for the

The proposed actions suggested by attendees at the C

public.

C meeting are listed below, as received from |

CTEC. Many of these suggestions have been incorporated into the CEP.
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1. There should be more neighborhood meetings, addressing topics localized to that neighborhood, and
within walking distance of those affected. (5)

2. Piggy-back Superfund outreach with existing programs that reach a wide audience (examples given:
LIEAP, Weatherization, CFWEP, water utility bill, Hunan Resources Council, District X! neighborhood
initiative, Facebook {example given is popular “you know you're from Butte Montana if” page. (3)

3. Address the community’s specific health risk concerns and prove that current conditions are protective
of human health based on actual human health measures. (2}

4. Keep EPA website up-to-date. (2)

5. Technical answers need to be given to the technical questions and comments provided by community
members.{ o

et

.{(2)

6. Involve public before decisions are made and before plans are drafted.

7. Follow EPA guidance documents regarding outreach to low income commutiities.

8. Update public more regularly. Currently is is common for remedial actiohs'and planningito, occur first
followed by outreach, if outreach occurs at all.

9. (TECshould have a seat at the table with on-going technical comyiiittees to adgréss CTEC need for
involvement in technical remedy issues and EPA transparency issugg,

10. Publish non-technical articles on Superfund and environmental issuésiin l6€alnewspapers to stimulate
discussion and generate interest in coming to public megtings:

11. Send post cards targeted to affected groups: break down simple to complex issues, targeted RMAP
outreach.

12. EPA should change how it evaluates the merit gf community inpyt and'igeas with respect to decision-
making and learn how to communicate with low:income pétple oi.these ideas.

13. Conduct analysis of the view that EPA Montana personnel have of the role of public involvement.
Develop EPA community outreach plan &tstate level fay Montaha. Train EPA personnel to effectively
follow state outreach plan.

14. Establish citizen advisory committee to.analyze and evaluate community involvemnent in Superfund
decision-making.

15. EPA should state at the start of'éyery public mgeting what the role of public input will be, so as to set
realistic expectations fgrithe public:

16. TAG group should becomg.an agvocate of piiblic interest.

17. Use innovative ventigs of piiblic participatiori{examples given: neighborhood meetings, citizen working
groups).

18. EPA should make bgtter use of media, TV, radio for public outreach.

19. Be clear, whatEPA means when ageticy personnel state “will look into it” and hold EPA accountable to
respohnd.

20. Begin every public m&eting with summary of how current meeting topic relates to big picture of
Superfund.cleanup in Butte:

21 rvplve BSB.commissioners better.

22 Public involvémentitraining and better resources for EPA Cl personnel should be provided.

23."Srart a'facilitated €1 program.

24. EPAshould'défine local government role in speaking for citizen needs versus citizen working groups or
individiials speaking for community.

1.3.2 Feodback on Draft CEP

In order to encourage community input to the CEP, EPA provided a draft copy to the interviewees and
CTEC. Written feedback was received from 3 individuals and from CTEC as a whole and verbal
feedback was provided to EPA at a CTEC meeting on September 5, 2012. All comments received were
reviewed carefully by EPA. When commenters were able to provide suggestions that EPA was able to
use to improve the CEP, those suggestions were incorporated (primarily in Section 3.2).

i)
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CTEC commented that the activities proposed in CIP were the same as those from the 2003 CIP. They
provided several suggestions for improving the planned activities:

a) Directly address public involvement with a description of how public input will be used in
decision making.

b} Respond quickly to citizen concerns, perhaps by addressing them in a bulletin called
“Responding to Butte’s Concerns.”

¢} Involve more people by holding neighborhood meetings on a regular basis jnstead of one
public meeting per year. The neighborhoods could be based on commissign districts and the
commissioner could be involved in the process in order to tailor the irformation to meet the
neighborhoods needs. EPA should also coordinate outreach with non-Superfund:;programs
(such as LIEAP) to reach a wider audience.

d) Provide technical responses to technical questions and comments provided by community
members by acknowledging that the question was received and hyigtating what will be done
to review and respond. CTEC should also have a seat/at the table in onpaing technical
meetings.

e) Include specific activities that wil reach outtgtower income folkgand get them involved in
understanding Superfund and participatingin decisionymaking, as well as get low income
rentals tested for metals. Neighborhgod meetings can beusedto make an informal community
needs assessment of environmental justice issues;

CTEC believes tht the Cii:P should also in¢lude a‘schedule or timeline for implementing activities and %1
mechanism for evaluating progresg:CTECWwotld aldo like EPA to prioritize and describe in writing
those activities which EPA believes CTEE shauld pravide support in implementing so that CTEC can
consider how to address those needs.

1.4 Current Community Concerns

This section is reserved far an update 6fcommunity concerns, hopefully on an annual basis. This CEP
isintended to re a'living document;jand the three-ring binder format allows topical issues and
concerns tg:be insertedifythikisection as needed.

Recentlyithere'iaye'been concérns and questions regarding current and future design of health
studies in Buitte, dlong with the misunderstandings of incidence rates vs. mortality rates.

A Health“&tudy Remedial Design Work Plan is required under the 2011 Unilateral Administrative
Order and i%gurrently being designed through a collective effort of stakeholders, including a
community advigory board. The process will include the best epidemiologists and technical advisors
in the State of Montana and across the region. EPA enphasises that a comprehensive health study is
critical to the success of the cleanup efforts protecting human health in Butte and has extended the
timeline for when the work plan and final design is due.

Dr. Carol Ballew who is a Senior Public Health Epidemiologist for the State of Montana explains
incidence and mortality rates:

« Incidence rates - the newly diagnosed cases of disease in a population each year - are the best

way to compare the risk of getting a disease like cancer or heart disease or lung disease from
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one community to the next. Getting a disease depends in part on being exposed to risk factors,
including environmental risk factors.

= Mortality rates - the deaths from disease in a population each year - depend on both incidence
rates and being able to get effective medical treatment and care. Two communities can have
similar incidence rates but very different mortality rates. In fact, a community can have a
relatively low incidence rate but a relatively high mortality rate because medical its care
options are limited.

Incidence rates are the best way to compare the risk of getting a disease. Mortalitygdtes are a way to
compare access to care and treatment after people get a disease.

i)

2‘5@@?&%‘@

ED_002601_00009503-00020



Section 2

Input from Recent Five-Year Review Interviews

In 2011, EPA conducted a five-year review of the entire site. Five-year reviews provide an opportunity
to evaluate the implementation and performance of a remedy to determine whether it remains
protective of human health and the environment. As the name suggests, reviews begin five years
following the initiation of a CERCLA response action, and are repeated every five ygars. Part of that
process involves meeting with the community to solicit feedback and provide comments with regard
to any concerns related to the final remedy. Over 100 community interviews:wére conducted during
the zi:i i five year review, and information was distilled and evaluated injthe fivesypar review
report.

This section presents information from the interviews that is believeg tiibe the migst relevant to the
BPSOU CEP. Again, these are perceptions voiced by interviewees in order to‘iinderstéand the concerns
and frame of mind in the community. No effort has been made toverify the veracityof the input
received or to provide rebuttal. However, EPA’s response to'moving forward with some of the
concerns expressed by the interviewees is included belewwin italigs:

2.1 Parrott Tailings and Metro Storm Drain

The Parrott Tailings were not included in theijnterview guestions, but they were brought up by at
least half the interviewees. Many comments cotigerned wastéleft in place (WLIP), including: the
tailings should have been removed, tailingspresent recontamination issues, and copper has not been
addressed as a toxin. There were commentsithatinotienough data had been collected, that new data
obtained since the ROD has not been considered, anid that the aquifers are not well-characterized. A
few people were concerned dbiput the need‘tix{reat groundwater into perpetuity, and many people are
concerned with redevelopment:Many people said cleanup work should have been paid for by the PRP
and not the NRD fund.

Almost one third‘afthe respondents mentioned concerns with the MSD. Several interviewees said that
when the French drainisyste is jetted, iron plugs up the holes and the fittings are damaged. Many
people are cgncerned about recontamination of the aquifer and everything downhill. One interviewee
said, “The Metra:Storm Drain is'like a superhighway for contaminants to get to Silver Bow Creek and ruin
all the work that wis just cgmpleted.” Several people said that the MSD was once a creek, and should be
restoreg. to fook like'wigreek and meet aquatic standards. People were also concerned with the long-
term O&M, One'pérson wanted more monitoring to prove that the MSD can deal with contaminants.

EPA acknowledges the concerns that the community has raised regarding the Parrott Tailings and
groundwater in the MSD. £ el : frpflae LT

3 X e wied. The PRPs, with Agency oversight and involvement, have
been studying ways to improve the roundwater capture system that was installed in the MSD ang
improve the design to be more robust, :ngoing Consent Decree negotiations may address
these issues. The five-year review for BPSOU did not include a review of the MSD and Parrott Tailings
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portion of the remedy because the remedy implementation is ongoing. This system
evaluated in the next five-year review.

2.2 Westside Soils
PA hasnot yet
worked on Westside Soils. so the original intention was not to include it inthe five-year review.
However, many interviewees brought up the topic themselves, often statingithat workighould be done
in the Westside Soils area because it can affect other projects downstreany; People were pgimarily
concerned that the area was being used for recreation and that houses weretieing built in théarea.
One person noted that signs intended to keep people out of the area were inefféctive, and children
riding bikes kick up a lot of dust. Three interviewees mentioned that Bell Stielter wis a potential
source of copper which was a contributing source of contaminants to BESOU: Ung.resident was

concerned about cancer in his dogs.

In the five-year review report, EPA stated that it plans bo'intigte formal Superfiind RI/FS activities for
this OU ve#3-500,

2.3 Stormwater

About a third of the interviewees listed"storm water as a concérn. One issue was movement of
contaminants in storm water, including régontamination of areas downstream. The aging
infrastructure of the stormwatey:systém was the'grithary concern brought up by interviewees. It was
said that, because the cemengpipes usedtgtransportstorm water were installed in waste, the current
system cannot deal with largétorm events, ditd an interdisciplinary team should be used for storm
water management. It wasialso saigl that storm water is an environmental justice issue and there
should be more fundingite help.fix thisinfragtructure in poor neighborhoods where there is a lack of
consistent curbs;sidewalks, and'guttersiAifew people mentioned a need for a conventional water
treatment plantat LAQ to address cantaminated storm water.

EPA, in conjiiiction with the BESQU-
addresssthrmwater run-on/runoff in source areas

5, has developed work plans that

Acurb and
gutter plan . was developed and approved by the EPA and is being implemented.
The program inclitdes the installation of curb and gutters at or near source areas. The program began in
2009 and will:tgntinue in 20 . Additional settling ponds and other storm water best management
practices 3 J { i § {
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2.4 Waste Left In Place

More than half of the people interviewed mentioned waste left in place (WLIP), specifically the capped
areas and source areas in Butte. Most people understood the need for WLIP and felt that total removal
wasn’t practical. One interviewee said, “It s a risk management based law. There’s not a total clean up
law.”

Concerns about WLIP included fire hazards from grass, permanence, long-term operations and
maintenance, improper access by vehicles, vegetative diversity, the current use of herbicide,
recontamination from erosion, the protection of shallow ground water, redevelopment, and that areas
capped under emergency order might not be as thick as they should be. Most pegple disliked fences.
Several people mentioned the need for more testing and one person said, “The Butte Keclamation
Evaluation System (BRES) should be available to the public just as USGS information is available to the
public. Someone said in a meeting the other night that half the caps were failingignd I now thisizot to be
true, but [ want the data to prove it.” This person said that the original:soil workiwids based on arsenic,
but they are now seeing more cadmium and copper. One person said thatirees atiGopper Mountain
have been lost and should be replaced. A handful of people wanted totalremayal, atig.one said that
plowing lime was not a long-term solution.

The BPSOU five-year review report identifiésithe evalyation'and maintenance of caps asan
issue which must be addressed by EPA. Soils data will be'aygilable within a data base that is user
friendly to the public in the fall of 2012.

2.5 Lower Area One (LAD)

Almost half of interviewees weie concerneéd.atiout LAG. The interview team did not ask about it, and
yet dozens of people commenteéd ondt:- Almostiall of the interviewees who mentioned LAO were
concerned or negativesaboutithe work being done there, and most were concerned with the
effectiveness.

upgrdde the Butte Treatment bagoons system within Lower Area One. Currently Phase I upgrades are
scheduled to'he copiplete in'thie spring of 2013, Atlantic Richfield and Butte-Silver Bow County
provide'Momthly Progress Reports for the Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Superfund Site, as reqmred by
the Biitte Priority Soils Unilateral Administrative Order. The reports, wi b
; are 4 great respurce for keeping up to date with:

= Operatigns and maintenance activities

= Construction activities

%  Design

= Technical studies and reports

s Residential Metals Abatement Program (RMAP) activities

= Butte Reclamation Evaluation System activities
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= Upcoming activities

2.6 Erwvironmental Justice Issues

Environmental Justice (E]) is focused attention on communities which are disproportionately
impacted by environmental problems, with the goal of ensuring a quality environment for all citizens
regardless of race, ethnicity or other socioeconomic factors, and promoting equal access to public
information and participation in matters relating to human health and the environment. The EJ
Program consists of technical and administrative support personnel tasked with facilitating the
Regions implementation of this goal.

During the 2011 five-year review, EPA received communications from the comniunity indicating that
EJ concerns in the Butte-Silver Bow area were not being adequately addressed. Speciticglly, some
people expressed the belief that:

s Qutreach efforts in the Butte-Silver area were not effective in‘tgdgching low income residents.

=  EPAwas not involving the community in a meaningful way.in the decision.making process for
BPSOU- and RMAP-related activities.

= EPAisnot adequately responding to communityiB}igoncerns.

Most of the comments in regard to EJ concerns weregimed at lgw income areas potentially affected by
BPSOU and RMAP activities. EPA responded:to these congerns, ittipart, by writing letters (Appendix I)
and conducting an EJ screening {Section 2.2.57;

§ iSince work at thie site began, EPA has tried to incorporate EJ goals in the
day-to-day outreach activities at the/ BPSOU oftén.asia result of comments from the community that

indicated they would prefer a.¢change in‘sghere,a meeting was held or how information was
distributed. ;

.. It has been EPA’s belief that
1nc0rp0rat1n0 these chaiigesig good for the gommunity and for the project. In addition to these
ongoing activities, formalE] have recently been conducted by the E] program as
a result of community. comnient. The.ongoing and recent activities are briefly described below. EPA
intends to ¢ontinue incorporating EJ into public engagement at the BPSOU and welcomes public input
on the comminity engagementaction plan in Section 3.

Assigned a local Remedial Project Manager (AP
Early in the Supérfund process at the BPSOU, EPA decided that having a local RPM was a necessity in
Butte in order to provide the highest level of communication and local engagement. RPM Sara Sparks
is a Butte native and has been based in Butte at a local EPA project office since 1990. She has been
available on short notice to talk to concerned citizens and to attend meetings and conduct site tours.
Feedback from the community on her presence has been favorable. Of the over 18 active Superfund
sites in Montana, there is only one other site (Libby Ashestos) where a local RPM has been
. An additional RPM Nikia Greene has been assigned to BPSOU providing
contmucd community engagement and cleanup activity management.
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2.45.2 publl meetings accessible

EPA has made a point to hold public meetings in uptown locations that are easily accessible to those
most impacted by the project. These meetings were originally held in the Carpenters Union Hall on 25
West Granite. This location was changed due to concerns about it not being handicap accessible. Since
then, meetings have been held at the Elks Club or at Montana Tech, sometimes in both locations.
Current meetings have been held at the Butte Public Archives. The meetings have also been advertised
in both the Montana Standard and the free newspaper - the Butte Weekly. For some meetings, radio
announcements have been made.

R

SA5.3 Provided information on 3 regular basis in an accesiible format

EPA has provided information to the community in a number of ways, including: webgite, fact sheets
as newspaper inserts, newspaper columns, radio ads, radio talk shows, ang public meetings. Every
effort has been made to make this information accessible to the low incoméigommunities."This
includes meetings in the low income areas and distribution of fact shigets and adsin free newspapers.

L0

213

Helped setup 8 TAG

EPA provided the original TAG grant that allowed the:Gitizens"Technical Environmental Committee
(CTEC) to be formed in Butte in 1991, and EPA has providedignnugl,TAG grants since that time to keep
2tes.org) is “To provide
technical comments and public outreach on thg Superfund process for Silver Bow Creek and Montana
Pole and Treating NPL sites. CTEC also providesgducation segvices to help young people gain a better
understanding of the environmental issues gssociated with Butte‘area Superfund sites.” Like EPA, CTEC
has an office in uptown Butte (27 W, Park'$t J€TEG has currently developed a strategic plan that will
include efforts to engage low ingome communitieswith the cleanup activities.

2355 Conducted Bl Screening ol Butte Silver Row Ares

In March 2012, the EJ Program conducted a block group level EJ screening of the Butte Silver Bow
area. The primary objective of'the scréeningwas to identify communities in Butte Silver Bow with
potential E] concégns. Sevepal statigtics were examined and compared to state averages including
population, pgrcent mipority;percentibelow poverty, and income levels.

Butte Silver Bow hds'an estimated population of 34,200 residents, almost evenly split between male
(50.5ipercent) and female (49.5 percent). As with most of Montana, Butte residents are primarily
Caucagian (944 pergent)i Minority populations account for less than 4 percent of the residents of
Butte Silver Bow:(Hispanics, 3.7 percent; Native Americans, 2.0 percent; Asian Americans, 0.5 percent;
and AfricaniAmericatis, 0.3 percent). The median household income is $37,986, with a per capita
income of $215357. Nearly 25 percent of local families with children under the age of five years old
have incomes below the poverty level. That percentage increases to 58 percent in single family homes.
The percentage of persons below poverty (%BPOV]) level in Silver Bow County is 17.8 percent. The
%BPOV level for the State of Montana is 14.5 percent (2010 Census). Screening and analysis data
show that %BPOV in Butte Silver Bow exceeds the State of Montana average for this statistic. Based on
this indicator Butte Silver Bow is indentified as an area of potential EJ concern. A demographic map
depicting block group level analysis is provided in Appendix A. Appendix A also includes a point
location map that contains the estimated locations of residential cleanups done by the RMAP up to
2012 overlain by the areas identified as an EJ concern.
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Section 3

Community Engagement Action Plan

This section describes specific activities that EPA plans to undertake to
actively engage the public at the site and to ensure that decision-
making processes are open to all interested groups, including those
with limited financial and technical resources, when those meetings
are not legally limited to participants in negotiations. These activities
will generally be implemented by EPA’s local RPMs, with support from
contractors. These individuals are the primary contacts for the public
regarding questions or concerns about the site.

The activities that EPA plans to implement have been divided into
activities that EPA currently conducts at the site and optional activities
that EPA can consider implementing. This listis intended tg b¢ flexible,
and activities may be added or deleted as the project progresgses agid as
feedback is obtained from the public. Activities that do:not receivea
favorable response from the public may be dropped in ordeéritp focus
on more popular activities.

EPA intends to work closely with community groups, specifically CTEC,
and will look for support from those groips to éficourage conimtnity
engagement. EPA hasidentified a numberigfsiew agtivities, many of
which were suggested by interviewees, These new activities will be
implemented individually angd are their imiplementation is dependent
on funding and availability of personnel.

BRSO Reiaciiiad St fionta et

Gars Soarks

EPA Remedial Project Manager
(406) 7827415

Sparks e @epanailisni ney

Nikin Grisny

EPA Remedial Project Manager
(406 457-5019
(4061457:2650 [roll free)
Gresnniin@epamaile

T55 WeiGronite Streer Suite B2
Burte T 59701

and

Federal Building

10 West 15t Straey Spite: 2200
Helena, Montana 59626

EPA will continue to seek public inpiit on itgactivities, both in day to day interactions with the
community and through specificientreggh activities, such as public meetings. EPA will consider this
input as part of pur decision'making process at the site. As at any Superfund site, descisions regarding
remediation 0r how résaurcesare deployed are made based on a variety of factors. These factors may
include (butiare noglimited'ts) protectiveness, technical practicability, adherence to guidance,
availablefunding cost-effectiveness, efficacy, precedence at other sites, and public opinion. Input from
the public is weighed in any decision making process, but its ability to significantly alter the decision

dependsion thiespther figtors involved.

3.1 Existing Qutreach Activities to Continue

EPA has an ongoing outreach program at the site. Activities that EPA currently performs and intends

to continue are:
1. Provide a point of contact
2. Develop and distribute fact sheets
3. Hold public meetings/open houses

TIRE
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4. Provide updates to local government officials and agency partners

5. Update and expand the web site

6. Maintain the information repository and administrative record

7. Maintain the site mailing list

8. Develop the email list service

9. Present on local radio programs

10. Implement E]J activities

11. Continue to expand and develope data bases that present historigand current eleanup data.

These activities are described in more detail below and supporting information‘js.provided in the
cited appendices. EPA intends to continue to provide these outreach agtivities to the:community as a
base. These activities are typical of large Superfund sites. Théy swere listed in the:2008 CIP. Although
several of the reviewers may believe otherwise, the activities condijcted to date meet or exceed all
EPArequirements for community engagement at Superfund sites;

3.1.1 Provide 3 Point of Contact

The EPARPMs, Sara Sparks and Nikia Greeng, will continue to serve as'the public’s points of contact
for the site. EPA will continue its commitment o providing answers in a timely fashion.

In addition to answering questions, EPA'willmake:a point of asking people if they have questions. This
can be done during sampling events;at meetings;and in all interactions with the public. People often
have questions but are hesitantto speakiup. As a result, they may assume the worst. It is much better
to proactively ask questions and to address'them with the appropriate information. During the course
of these interviews, peoplé:comirernted that theyéippreciated that EPA was taking an interest in what
the community thought;Asking quéstions is.an excellent way to find out what types of information the
community wants and how theywould like to receive it. The goal is to make sure that perception is
accurate with gleanp dataignd whiagt has'actually occurred and occurring at the site.

3.1.2 Develop and Dt hute Faot Shests

EPA ha% firepared and distributed many fact sheets and bulletins over the course of the project. Since
2010, EPA has beeniprepating and distributing a monthly bulletin. The bulletin (as well as previous
fact shegts)isidistributid to the entire community as an insert in the Montana Standard (daily
newspapér}and the:Butte Weekly (weekly free newspaper). Fact sheets prepared to date are provided
in Appendix Biand can also be found at: wyww.epa.gov/regions/superfund/mi/shebutte Jindex biml

1.3 Hold Public Meeatings

EPA has had numerous public meetings over the course of the project. However, it has been difficult to
expand beyond a core audience of people who are already actively involved in the project. However,
many people interviewed said they liked meetings, so EPA will set a goal of having at least an annual
public meeting. If possible, EPA will hold an open house immediately prior to at least one meeting. The
combined open house/public meeting format is good for both people who prefer to have a
presentation and people who like to mingle and ask questions. EPA will have a presentation at the
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start of the meeting followed by time to circulate among the various tables. This can give people
something to talk about when they visit the tables. Asking people who visit each table what their
concerns are and writing them on a flip chart is a good way to stimulate conversation and to capture
concerns.

To increase attendance, EPA will place an ad in the local papers and send out an email reminder prior
to each meeting. EPA will issue a press release in advance of meetings, and may even give a brief
interview to the local paper about the subject of the meeting (an annual update of the site’s activities).
Local media include two local newspapers (the Montana Standard and the Butte Weekly) and five
radio stations (KAAR, KXTL, KBOW, KMBR, and KOPR). A list of media contacts fogidistribution of
press releases or placement of advertisements is provided in Appendix C.

Public meetings and open houses will continue to be held at locations that are easily accessible to the
site and that meet accessibility requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Agt. The list of meeting
locations is provided in Appendix C.

Frovide Updates to Local Governmant Officials and Sgency Partnars
EPA currently meets with BSB commissioners, $he counity planning diredtor, and the chief
executive to keep them up to date with project progress. In 204 2, EPA will‘¢ontinue those meetings.
The list of elected officials relevant to BSB is provided ini&ppendix C.

EPA also meets on a regular basis with its agency pattners at DEQ. Thiése meetings will continue to
ensure that everyone is up to date with plangand progréss at the site. Contacts for agency partners are
also provided in Appendix C.

3.4.5 Update and Advertisg BRSO b Site

EPA has a BPSOU website as partiof theé:gverall EPA:website. It includes an overview of site history,
developments, upcoming activities; and links ta:supporting documents. It can be a useful tool for
providing information to:he public;However, parts of it (such as introductory descriptions) are out of
date, the format has bégn degcribed as not being user friendly, and much of the general public does
not know it exists.

Because it is gigovernment Website'with certain security concerns, it follows a format used for all EPAI
sites. Thereis very little flexibility allowed for changing the format. However, it may be possible to add
suggested items such as “webifacts’ on how Superfund affects you, what happens if contaminants
incregse inithe futire, and what EPA is planning for next steps.”

Also, EBA canceommitiomaking sure that the website is updated and that it stays current. Also, we
can try to make moti people aware of the website, by including the link for the website in all email
announcementsand in publications (e.g., the annual facts sheet), letters, press releases, and
advertisements. EPA will also work to link the website to other established websites and will broaden
its exposure through social media links.

Those websites will include BSB Health Department (not established yet) and the following other
websites:

= CTEC. CTEC’s mission is to provide technical comments and public outreach on the Superfund
process for Silver Bow Creek and Montana Pole and Treating sites. CTEC also provides
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education services to help young people gain a better understanding of the environmental
issues associated with Butte-area Superfund sites. www, CTEChutiv.org

#  Clark Fork Water Education Program (CFWEP). “CFWEP has been a leading provider of
environmental and restoration education programs and services in western Montana since
2005, Based at the Montana Tech Department of Technical Outreach in Butte, the CFWEP offers
multi-disciplinary science and history programs for schools, teachers, and students in and
around the Upper Clark Fork Basin. The CFWEP also offers public education and outreach
services such as tours, events, and publications that connect the public with the science and
history of the amazing landscape of western Montana.” www.cfwep.org.

» Clark Fork River Technical Assistance Committee (CFRTAC). “CFRTAC is ayplunteer
citizens' organization whose mission is to help residents make informed choicesand participate
in the Superfund remediation, restoration and redevelopment of the'Glark Eork Rivetand its
affected communities from Butte to Missoula. As the EPA-designated techinical advisory group,
CFRTAC has been involved in the Clark Fork River watershed far migre thanii5 years.”
www.cfrtac.org.

»  Clark Fork Coalition {CFC). The CFCis “dedicated t& protecting and restoring the Clark Fork
River basin, a 22,000-square-mile area drainingawwestern:Montania.and porthern Idaho. We have
a 25-year-long record of substantial achievemients improvingthe health of the watershed.”
www.clarkfork.org.

= Montana Natural Resources Damage ‘Program (NRDP), The NRDP was created in 1990 to
prepare the state’s lawsuit againstithe Atlantic Richfield£s. for injuries to the natural resources
in the Upper Clark Fork River Basin; D&cades of mining and mineral processing operations in
and around Butte and Anacondareleased substantial quantities of hazardous substances into
the Upper Clark Fork Rixer Basin hetween Butteiand Milltown. These hazardous substances

«  Butte Silver Bow:Health Department (not established yet...coming soon)

= Atlantic Righfield’s Butteé'Cleanup Data site. This site provides information on the
remediation ofthe BPSOU, inchiding chemistry and flow data from Blacktail and Silver Bow
Creeli; ground watérighemistry and water level data, links to study specific reports and more
detailed:databases. Data‘is characterized into two major media — ground water and surface
wateyy. In addition to regular monitoring data, the website provides information gathered from
special studiesiuséd'to evaluate specific questions from the complex water system within the
BPSOU. Italso includes updates of current and future projects within the BPSOU
wwwbipson.com /site dndexphp.

= St James Hospital. St James Hospital has a website that provides information on the hospital,
local doctors, news and events, and quick links. www .stjameshealthcare.org

3.1.6 Maintaln Information Repository and Q&dministrative Record

EPA will continue to maintain the on-site information repository and the administrative record. EPA’s
administrative record is housed at EPA’s Butte office in Butte, Montana (Appendix C) and at the EPA
Records Center in Helena, Montana. The site information repository is a subset of documents from the
administrative record. It is located at the site, in order to be accessible to the general public.
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The repository contains basic site information for public review, documents on site activities,
technical site documents, this CEP, and general information about the Superfund program. EPA has
placed notices in the local newspapers that notify the public of the availability of the administrative
record file v, and identifies the information repository location and the
hours of availability. That information has also been provided in fact sheets other site documents.

Because so many people prefer to get information via the internet, rather than drive to a document
repository, most of the documents included in the information repository are also listed on websites
maintained by either EPA or DEQ. In general, documents previous to and including the ROD can he
found on EPA’s website (www.epa.gov/region8/superfund /mt/sbcbutte/index.himt). Many of the
documents prepared since the ROD was issued in 2006 can also be found on that website

3.1.7 Maintain 2 Site Malllng List
EPA will continue to maintain the existing site mailing list. This mailing list will he tised to digtribute
materials such as fact sheets or reminder postcards.

3.1.8 Davelop the Emall List Service

Email is fast and inexpensive and can be an excellent way to communicate with people about the site.
Feedback from the interviews indicated that many pegple interviewed now rely on email as a reliable
communication tool. EPA has a very small email list service that it intendsite build upon over the next
year.

EPA will work to expand that email list, with'the goal of migking it the primary means to providing
written materials (e.g., fact sheets) meeting rentinders, and‘gther notices to the public. It will be used
in conjunction with the site mailing list to provide fact sheets, meeting reminders, and other project
information to the general public.

3.1.9 Present Information on Lotsd Radio Programs

In the past, EPA’s RPMs, S4ra Spatks and Nikia Greene, have made appearances on the local radio
program - Party Line -t provide information on site activities. This has been well received, and EPA
intends to continue the practice; with a target of one appearance per year. Contacts for the radio
station are provided:in Appendix €

3130 Incorporate Bl Dutreach Actihvities
As disgussed in'Sé¢tion 2.6, EPA has incorporated EJ goals in the day-to-day outreach activities at the
BPS@Y, andiwyill continue o do so. Ongoing activities that support EJ goals are: : ;

s

having a logal] officeiin the affected area of town, holding public meetings at locations accessible to the
low income cémmunity, providing information in an easy to read format in the free newspaper and
other locations, Supporting the TAG recipient, CTEC, and supporting the RMAP through distribution
efforts involving community members. EPA will evaluate any suggestions from the community for
merit in meeting the EJ goals, and will implement them, as needed.

3.2 More Qutreach Activities
In addition to the substantial list of continuing activities listed above, activities that EPA believes
would add value to engagement at the site have also been identified. Many of these activities were
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suggested in the interviews or in the response to the draft CEP. EPA plans to implement these
activities individually, as time and manpower become available. They are:

= Havea presence at local events

s Give presentations to local groups

»  Hold neighborhood meetings

*  Involve the schools

=  Explore the use of social media

= Respond to citizen concerns in a bulletin entitled “Responding to Bytk¢’s Concernsy,
s Coordinate outreach with non-Superfund programs (such as LIEAP)

= Respond in writing to technical questions and comments

«  Consider including CTEC in ongoing technical meetings

= Help increase the success of metals testing progiam:in low income rentals

= Have a “Pitwatch”-type newsletter, maybe “Capwatch”

Formatted: Font: Italic

»  Sponsor site tours by a third party

«  Explore the pontential for'a locakinformatiof:office in Butte

%.2.1 Have 3 Prasenge stlogs! Bventy

EPA will consider having a'presence (e.g., a booth with handouts) atlocal events, such as fairs or
rodeos. These events areia greatplaceto hand out brochures, shake hands, and talk about the site with
people who wouldinot normally attend a'public meeting. Attending these events presents an
opportunity fur'the EPAto develop relationships and become a recognizable, friendly face to more
people in the community."This makes it more likely that people will come to EPA with questions or
concernsdn thefuture. Most of the materials that would be needed for this event would be those that
have already beeniprepared for meetings or sampling visits. An annual appearance at one eventisa
manageable goal.

Some suggested events for consideration in 2012 or beyond are:
= Folk festivals
s Granite Mountain Memorial annual event
*  Mining Museum

®  Chamber of Commerce
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3.2.2 Provide Presentations to Local Groups

Giving presentations was mentioned by several interviewees. EPA will explore giving presentations to
community groups in the area (e.g., Rotary, Elks, garden clubs, or homeowner groups). These
presentations are a good way of identifying middle-ground people who may not already be involved in
the process. These folks can help explain the facts to their neighbors. The materials that would be
needed for these events would be those that have already been prepared for meetings or other visits.
In addition, speaking to a friendly group can be a welcome break for the project team. Setting a goal of
doing one or two such talks a year is achievable. A list of local groups that would potentially welcome
presentations is provided in Appendix C.

3.2.3 Hold Nelghborhood Meatings

The suggestion was made to hold small meetings within impacted neighhgrhoods. Involye more
people by holding neighborhood meetings on a regular basis instead of one&'publicmeeting per year.
The neighborhoods could be based on commission districts and theigtcemmissiogier could be involved
in the process in order to tailor the information to meet the neighborhoods needsiNeighborhood
meetings can also be used to make an informal community needs assesgment if enviggnmental justice
issues.

3.2.4 Invelve the Schoeols

Because this site will be active for a long time, EPAwill consider invelving younger people in the
process. Raising the awareness of the site with kids éducates both theé ghildren and their families.
Local citizens have a strong, generational conpection to their property. Raising awareness in kids
should improve communication and be benefitigl to the kids: DEQ will explore making an annual
presentation at a school or group (e.g., 4-Hgr Futiire Farmers'of America). EPA could also take a
science class on a field trip to colle¢t.a water sample: The kids could take turns wearing gloves and
writing down the notes, and they'could ook dt a printout of lab results. EPA could have a contest to
design an informational poster about the sitg, This type of annual event could build goodwill and
would also be an enjoyable experience for the pragject team. It could also ignite a child’s interestin
science and governmeht, Nathes and]ocations of local schools and contacts for those schools are
provided in Appendix C.

3.2.5 Explors the lse'nf Sodih! Medis

Social media tools (e.g., Twitter; Facebook, YouTube, internet forums, podcasts, blogs, etc.) are quickly
becomingthe preferred method of communication in many geographic and demographic groups.
Theip use ispot yetas prevalent in rural Montana, due to the age of the population and preference for
traditiohal communication methods. However, they should not be discounted and EPA will consider
use of onepr more pf these social media in expanding outreach to younger audiences at the site. The
greatest potengial for success with these media will likely be communication efforts made in
conjunction with'the local schools.

3.2.% Respond to (itlren Concerns In 3 Bullatin Entitled “Responding to Butls’s
Loncerng”

Within 90 days of finalization of the CEP, EPA will draft and issue a bulletin as a insert in the local
papers entitled “Responding to Butte’s Concerns.” The bulletin will briefly describe the major
concerns heard from the community as part of preparing the CEP and how EPA plans to address them.
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3.2.7 Coordinate Qutreach with Non-Superfund Programs

EPA will explore ways to team with local, non-Superfund programs where it appears likely that this
would help engage a wider audience than is already reached via the other methods of communication.
We agree with CTEC that this technique may be useful in reaching some low income audiences that
might otherwise not be reachable. As suggested by CTEC, these non-Superfund programs could
include the Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP) or the Emma Park Neighborhood task
force.

3.2.8 Rexpongd In Wiiting to Beguasts for information

Provide technical responses to technical questions and comments provided by community members
by acknowledging that the question was received and by stating what will be:done té review and
respond. CTEC should also have a seat at the table in ongoing technical mgetings.

3.2.% Conslder nvluding CTEC In Ongolng Technica! Mestings

EPA does not believe it is useful for CTEC to attend all ongoing techni¢al'iieetings;and CTEC does not
have the budget or the mission to attend all technical meetings:.Also, many technical'meetings are
related to consent decree negotiations and, by-is+ 5, arénot open to the:public. However,
there may be meetings that a representative of CTEC could attend to develop a greater understanding
of the issues facing the site and to provide input to theipticess. EPA willievaluate this potential on a
meeting by meeting basis and will make CTEC awagg of meetings where attendance could be useful.

3210 Halp Increase Success of Tetting of Low Income Rentals

EPA wil work with BSB to ensure that their residential lead'testing program is more successful in
testing low income rentals for metals. We inderstand that there are several property owners that own
large numbers of low income propeities and who are refusing to participate in the testing program.
We will work with BSB to explore legaligptions foringteasing participation.

3.2.11 Have s “Pitwetcl type Newslstter

Several peope commented that theRitwatch” newsletter was an effective tool for engaging the public
and that perhaps a similagitool'tonld beinged to deliver information on the caps at the BPSOU. The title
of “Capwatch” was suggested. EPAagrees, and if budget allows, we will explore the possibility of
creating such a newsletter, with inputfrom the community.

3213 Publivhied remediation plan for the site

It was;suggested that EPA:tould publicize and easy to read and very brief remediation plan for the site.
This watld beisamethifig'easier for the public to understand than the proposed plan and the record of
decision {ROD). EPAprepared a proposed plan and ROD fact sheet in 2006, that presented the
remedial plan in very basic languagealong with costs and action levels. We will revisit that fact sheet
to see how it catt be updated to reflect current remedial plans at the BPSOU.

3.2.13 Sponsor Site Touwrs

Several of the interviewees mentioned that they thought site tours were useful, as did one of the
reviewers. It was suggested that the tours be sponsored by EPA but led by a knowledgeable third-
party. This third-party could include CTEC, a regional TAG group, local government staff, or
knowledgeable volunteers. EPA will explore the possibility of funding an annual tour in the future as
part of the CEP.
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3.2.04 Expand EPA Funding of Qutreach In Bulte

The interviewees and reviewers have provided EPA with a very comprehensive list of suggestions for
activities that would better engage the local population regarding Superfund activities at the BPSOU.
While these activities would clearly add value, they are well beyond the typical activities conducted at
a Superfund site and EPA does not have the ability to implement given current staffing and budget
constraints.

Former CIC, Nikia Greene, has transitioned into the role of co-RPM for the site, and EPA has yet to fill
the CIC position, due to a hiring freeze and budget constraints. However, EPA is looking for ways to
find a creative solution that would put in place a person dedicated to community ¢ngagement in the
community, at least part time.

In the interim, EPA will commit to having an EPA representative at the CTEC office on a lithited basis
specifically to answer questions from the public or help with the outreach activitieslisted inithis
section. EPA currently envisions that this role will be shared by the'twi.co-RPMg (Nikia Greene and
Sara Sparks). Currently the schedule is on Tuesday afternoons from 1:90°pm.to 3:00.pm. Whena CIC
position becomes available, that new hire could expand the ganimunity:putreach:hours at the CTEC
office as needed.

3.3 How Did We Do?

In keeping with the desire for this to be a living docuiment thatwill evglve over time as a useful
communications tool, this section is reservedifor a brief;jannual symmary of the outreach activities
conducted, including a honest assessment of what worked‘nd what didn’t work, and what might be
done to improve outreach. Although thesgiassessiments will beinformal, EPA currently plans to solicit
input from various community members."The summary pages will be inserted in this section of the
CEP for easy access.

CTEC has requested that the CEP provide spetific metrics for measuring success, other than the
informal methods describeid.aboviei EPA is willing to work with CTEC to develop a metric that can be
used to measure the sucgess'of one ofymoreiof the engagement techniques described in Sections 3.1
and 3.2. Together, EPA and:CTEC gan elvaluate the success of the metric and determine if it should be
expanded to measutethe stigcess of additional activities.
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Section 4

Overview of the Superfund Site and OUs

One of the issues commonly raised by the interviewees, both in the BPSOU CEP interviews and the
five-year review interviews, was that it is difficult for people not involved with the project to grasp the
overall scope of the project and where the BPSOU fits in with other high-profile parts of the site (such
as the Berkeley Pit). EPA intends to develop a number of informational tools (e.g., slides, posters,
handouts) in the future that will help citizens with this problem. They will be geared to a variety of
different levels of detail.

This section of the CEP is a starting point for providing that information. It presents a briet gyerview
of the relationship of the BPSOU to the Silver Bow Creek/ Butte Areg;Site and'tg;uther OUs. Itélso
provides an overview of the mining history of the area. A timeline of‘fegiilatory a¢tivities (pastand
future) is provided in Section 5.

4.1 Silver Bow Creek/Butie Area Superfund Site

The Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Site is one of fourgstitigiious Superfunisites in the upper Clark
Fork River Basin, extending 140 miles from the hedgdwaters of Silvér:Bow Creek north of Butte to the
Milltown Reservoir near Missoula, Montana (Exhibit 441,).
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Exhibit 4-1. Location and Layout of Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Superfund Site

The original Silver Bow Creek Superfund Site was added to EPA’s National Priorities List (NPL) in
September 1983, under the authority of the CERCLA. Work began on a remedial
investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS) in 1984. During the course of the RI/FS, the importance of
Butte as a source of contamination to Silver Bow Creek was formally recognized. Preliminary results
indicated that upstream sources were partly responsible for the contamination observed in the creek.
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After a thorough analysis of the relationship between the two sites (Butte and Silver Bow Creek), EPA
concluded that they should be treated as one site under CERCLA.

EPA subsequently modified the existing Silver Bow Creek Site to include the Butte area and the formal
name was changed to the “Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area NPL Site” in 1987 (Exhibit 4-2). The site lies
immediately west of the continental divide, at the easternmost extent and headwaters of the upper
Clark Fork River drainage. It encompasses approximately 85 square miles, including the entire length
of Silver Bow Creek and associated land contamination, from Butte westward (26 miles) to the Warm
Springs Ponds near Anaconda.
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Exhibit 4-2. Layout of Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area Superfund Site.

The site isidividediiito two portions for administrative purposes - the original portion and the Butte
portion.

4.1.1 Qrigina! Portion of the She
The original portion of the Silver Bow Creek/Butte Area NPL Site includes three OUs:

1. Streamside Tailings OU. This area covers contamination along and within the Silver Bow
Creek floodplain, downstream of the historic Butte Mining District and between the western
end of the BPSOU and the point at which Silver Bow Creek enters the Warm Springs Ponds.
The OU extends for approximately 26 creek miles between Butte and Warm Springs. It
includes the extent of fluvially deposited tailings along Silver Bow Creek and the adjacent
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railroad beds that are contaminated with mine waste. DEQ and EPA completed a RI/FS for
this OU and a ROD wasreleased in 1995. The ROD requires removal or in-place treatment of
contaminated tailings and impacted soils from within the 100-year floodplain. Remediation
was initiated in 1999 v. Restoration activities are concurrently bein,
implemented within this OU :
The state and public have a strong interest in assuring that the upstream
BPSOU remedy protects, and is consistent with, the Streamside Tailings OU remedy.

Warm Springs Ponds OUg. Thi: ix located at the western border of the site anq
consists of three man-made ponds covermg 2,400 acres at the confluenge of Silver Bow,
Mill, Willow, and Warm Springs creeks. The ponds were constructed by the Anaconda
Copper Miing Company (ACMC) between 1911 and 1959 to contrglithe amaynt of mine and
mill tailings and contaminated sediment carried into the Clark#¥ork River from Silver Bow
Creek :1. All mining-related contamination in‘thesesponds is‘the result
of migration from upstream sources (e.g., from Butte Two _RODs fovJ
this OU have been signed, one in 1990 and one in 1992. Remedigkactionhas included
removal of tailings, modification of channels to routgiflood flow, medificatién of berms,
establishment of monitoring systems, upgrading of treatment systems, construction of wet-
closure berms, chemical fixation of contaminated taflings and soils, long-term monitoring,
and institutional controls. Cleanup was cogmpleted in 1995, and:EPA's five-year review of
the remedy found that it continues to pratect humathealth and the environment.

Rocker Timber Framing and Treating Plant;QU. This OU is located 3 miles west of Butte
and was the location of a wood treattnent plant that ¢perated for 48 years, closing in 1957.
The plant produced treated wiad for use in the undérground mines in the Butte area.
Spilled process material§i{arsenig tripxide powder), treated wood chip residues, and
dripped or leaked process solutions (credgsute and caustic heated arsenic brines) resulted in
contamination of spils and groungdwater. In"1989, an initial response action removed
approximatelyii,000igy, of contaminated material for disposal. A ROD was signed in 1995 to
address thetemaining contamination in soils and groundwater. The selected remedy
involved an ingovative treatment technology to immobilize arsenic in soils and precipitate
arsenit from groundwater. Aninterim monitoring phase started in 1998. In 2001,
supplementdl.groundwateritreatment activities were initiated in support of remedial work
being conductediat the adjacent Streamside Tailings OU. EPA's most recent five-year review
of the:rémedy found'that it continues to protect human health and the environment,
although:further actions at the site may be implemented.

4.5.3 Butie Portion of the Site
The BPSOU isjpne of four remedial OUs within Butte portion of the site:

1.

BPSOU. This OU generally consists of hlstorlL mining areas Wlthln Butte and the adjacent
town of Walkerville. ¥

3

focused on

2. The RI/FS
contaminants in soil and mine waste, surface water, and alluvial groundwater in the urban
area encompassing the historic Butte Mining District (Exhibit 4-3).. 3
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Butte Mine Flooding OU. This area consists of flooding of the Berkeley Pit and
hydraulically connected underground mine workings and associated bedrock :
aquifers in response to the cessatlon of dewatermg practices. It also addresses the bedrock
groundwater system - a large portion of the BPSOU. EPA has
completed a RI/FS for this OU, and a ROD was released in 1994. A state-of-the-art treatment
plant was saventiy-completed to treat 1nﬂow from ’che active mine area before discharging
this water into Silver Bow Creek & i 4. Berkeley Pit
water will be treated when rising water levels in the pitreach a critigal level. Treated water
will be discharged to Silver Bow Creek or reused within the active

West Side Soils OU. This OU encompasses areas of Silver Bow Courity thathave
experienced mining activity but lie outside of other OUsi{gencrallynorthiand west of Butte
Hill). EPA is currently =& 1/¥5 forithis OU, but the site has
not been funded over the past several yeags bl b

Active Mining and Milling OU. This area‘is Jocated west attd northwest of the BPSOU and
consists of the permitted mine arey currentlyipperated by Montana Resources. In 2002, EPA
deferred Superfund action at the sitéito state authorigy under the operating permit.

i
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Exhibit 4-3. Outline of BPSOU and Other'Faaturas within Butte, Montana.

4.2 Overview of Mining at the BPSOU and Beyond

Histgrically; Butte has served as a globally important mining, milling, and smelting district. Gold was
first discovered nearButteiin 1864 (Exhibit 4-4). The low-grade ores proved difficult to recover, and
Butte réigited asmallimining camp compared to others in the region. Early activities focused on
placer mining; however, silver and copper ore also attracted the attention of early miners.

By the 1870s, dozens of silver and copper claims had been located and successful treatment processes
developed, prompting the construction of mills and smelters capable of refining arsenic-laden copper
ores. A world-class copper industry began to develop. In 1881, the purchase of mining claims by future
copper baron, Marcus Daly, marked a significant turning point for Butte. Daly and his financial
partners organized ACMC and rapidly accamulated surrounding mining properties on the Butte Hill.
In 1883, Daly developed his own smelting facility 25 miles away and established the town of
Anaconda. In the early 1890s, Daly and the ACMC built their own railroad, the Butte, Anaconda &
Pacific, thus monopolizing the mining, transportation, and smelting of the copper ore. Spurs of the
mainline tied all of the ACMC mines on the Butte Hill to the smelter works in Anaconda. By 1884, there
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were some 300 operating copper mines, at least 10 silver mines, 8 smelters, and over 4,000 posted
claims.

By 1910, the Butte district had produced over 284 million pounds of copper, making it the largest
producer of copper in North America. All of the mines produced waste piles of various compositions,
and the mills and smelters produced large quantities of tailings which were disposed of in ponds or
dumped in Silver Bow Creek. Between 1910 and 1927, ACMC completed consolidation, with few
exceptions, of all of the major mines, smelters, and mills in Butte. Milling and smelting continued in
Butte until the 1920s but, as the copper smelting capacity at Anaconda grew, Butte became primarily a
mining center. However, Butte’s smelters and mills produced air emissions which¢ontaminated yards
and attics throughout the BPSOU.

Mining in Butte has resulted in the development of over 500 undergroung mines with roighly 3,000
miles of underground workings and numerous waste rock dumps. The operation gf mills,
concentrators, and smelters generated tailings and a variety of othegiwaste matérials containing
elevated concentrations of arsenic, lead, and other metals. Butte and' Walkerville were established
with the advent of mining in the area and grew as the mining.and milling industries tlpurished.
Neighborhoods were established close to or surrounding the mining andimilling centers as a matter of
convenience.

Mining in Butte was entirely underground until 1955, wheACMChegan surface mining at the
Berkeley Pit. The pit has a total depth of 1,780 feet atid encompassesigpproximately 1 square mile.
Immense quantities of low-grade ore were nigved frontithe Berkeley Pit to Anaconda. In the 1960s
and early 1970s, changes in mining and procesging procedures significantly reduced rail traffic. The
completion of the Weed Concentrator i Butte in'1964 reducédithe amount of ore sent to Anaconda
from twelve to just one trainload per day“ThieWeed Concentrator (now known as the Montana
Resources Concentrator) was amore ¢oncentrating:facility which produced large quantities of waste in
the active mine area and disgharged largevgltmes of'contaminated water to the Metro Storm Drain.

In 1977, ACMC merged with, ARC(; Open pit mining operations continued in the Berkeley Pit until
1982 and in the adjacent ContinentaliPit until 1983, when ARCO suspended all mining operations.
ARCO closed the Anacondag:Smelter in 1984 Mining in the Continental Pit restarted in 1985 and

continues today,

The simultanepus developméntof mining and ore processing industries and the associated growth in
population thatocetrred a century ago in Butte now present complex risk-reduction challenges.
Mining in Butte leftan urhan landscape littered with unvegetated or sparsely vegetated acid
metaliférous mine wastes, often containing elevated concentrations of arsenic and metals.
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Exhibit 4-4. History of Mining in Butte
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Section 5

Timeline of Regulatory Activities

This section presents an overview of the activities conducted by EPA and others at the BPSOU since
the BPSOU was created in 1987. EPA is considering creating a fact sheet of this material to have
available as a public handout when people have general questions about work done to date. It also
provides a summary of activities planned for the near future. The future activities will be updated on a
regular basis.

5.1 Enforcement History - 1987 to Present

In 1989, EPA separated the BPSOU into Phase I and Phase Il activities - to be'implemented
concurrently. Phase [ activities focused on high-priority human health tisks andresulted in the
implementation of numerous TCRAs and ERAs. These activities have imcluded, physigal removal
and/or capping of the majority of potential arsenic and leadgoutge areagwithin;nr close to,
residential neighborhoods (e.g.,, waste rock dumps, railroad heds, residential yards, and play areas).

Phase Il activities included conducting the RI/FS for the entire BRSOU. "The emphasis of Phase Il was
an evaluation of arsenic and metal impacts on Silvér:Bow Creek andialluvial groundwater and both
present and future human health impacts from sourceimaterialsjpcated outside of residential areas.

1580 1985 T T 2000 2005

Exhibit 5:1; Timeline of Superfund Removal and Remedial Work from NPL Listing to Issuance of ROD

5.1.1 Stperfuhd Romoval Program Actions

EPA knew the studies needed prior to issuance of a ROD would take a long time to complete. A
significant concérn was the fact that people were living among the mine waste dumps, and children
were playing on mine waste source areas in their back yards. To reduce risk immediately, EPA
conducted numerous time-critical response actions (TCRAs) and expedited response actions (ERAs) at
the BPSOU.

Response actions are conducted by EPA’s Removal Branch when serious, immediate threats to the
environment or to the people who live or work around these sites need to be taken care of before the
long-term remedial action is complete, or even underway. EPA can respond quickly to perform a
removal; and, in some cases, removal actions eliminate the need for a long-term cleanup at certain
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portions of a site. Thus, removal actions may speed the cleanup of portions of the site and may lead to
early clean-up.

The Rl report identified 182 mining-related sites that have been impacted by, or are potential sources
of, arsenic and metals in the BPSOU. Nearly all of those source areas, with the exception of waste areas
in the Metro Storm Drain, were addressed under removal authority. Significant source materials were
removed, but most were capped in place. Over 400 acres of land at the BPSOU have had extensive
response actions. Most of this work was completed in the late 1980s through late 1990s. The response
actions addressed the more pressing problems at BPSOU. Although an accelerated process was used,
Superfund law requires that these actions are implemented in ways that contribute to the efficient
performance of a final long-term remedial action, to the extent practicable. Thus; EPA required that
the response actions be constructed in a manner intended to be permanent#Where capping of wastes
was selected as part of the early response actions, sound engineering designs were implémented to
ensure the stability and performance of the caps. Intensive monitoring and fnspegtions of thi¢.caps has
been, and will continue to be, performed.

Implementation of the response actions has resulted in reclamation, rémoval; oy, stabilization of
almost all contaminant source areas and mine waste accungulations initially identified by EPA as
needing a response action. Often, but not always, this identifigation was due;to the exceedence of
arsenic or lead soil action levels at discrete locations:within the'@U. Stopm, water contributions and
acute environmental risk also formed the basis of sgme of thege actions. The response actions
included TCRAs, ERAs, and other actions as listed below,

5.1.1.1 TCRAs
s Walkerville TCRA (1988). Addressed ming waste dumps (e.g., Lexington Mine Yard) and
residential soil areas contamiinated withigad above 2,000 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) or
mercury above 10 mg/kgin Walkerville, Nearly 300,000 cy of material were removed from 10
sites. One mile of rockslined ditch wagalse constructed to control surface water runoff from the
recontoured waste;piles’ERA dlso removedicontaminated soil from six earthen basements and
33 residential yards.

= Timber Butte TCRA (1989). Approximately 40,000 cy of contaminated soil were removed
and cons@lidated in an on-sité pepository that was recontoured, covered with fill soil, and
revegetated. Drainage was improved with recontouring and the installation of drainage ditches.
Contaminatetl s0il was removed from two residential yards and the yards were recontoured,
covered with, soil, and revegetated.

=  BPSOUTERA (1990 and 1991). Mitigated risks from a number of mine waste dumps, a
concentrate’spill, and seven residential yards located in Butte and Walkerville (Exhibit 2-3).
Responsg.actions were taken at 30 waste dumps (100,000 cy) that were either capped or
removed. In addition, a railroad bed and seven residential yards were reclaimed. These actions
included removing waste, adding lime rock, capping with soil, application of fertilizer, and
seeding each site.

« Colorado Smelter TCRA (1992). Addressed wastes associated with the Colorado Smelter.
Approximately 40,000 cy of mine waste were removed and consolidated in an on-site
repository. The site was reclaimed and drainage channels were installed.

il
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s Anselmo Mine Yard and Late Acquisition/Silver Hill TCRA (1992). Addressed a mine yard
and several mine dumps in Butte. The work involved excavation of mine waste, recontouring,
capping, and revegetation. Terracing, rock-lined ditches, and other drainage control measures
were used for storm water management purposes.

*  Walkerville Il TCRA {1994}. EPA conducted further removal activities in Walkerville to
address four additional dump areas with elevated soil lead levels. In 1994 and 1995, 12 more
waste dumps were either removed or capped in place.

= Railroad Beds TCRA. Addresses railroad beds and adjacent residential yards at the OU that
contain elevated concentrations of metals and arsenic. The railroad beds were constructed using
mining-related waste or contaminated by spillage during transport of gréor o¥¢:concentrates.
The TCRA includes significant storm water drainage improvements;

s Storm Water TCRA. Begun in 1997, to control storm water flow and minimize soil erosion and
transport of contaminated sediment to Silver Bow Creek. Storin water conveyance structures
were built and large areas of barren land and contaminated soil'wereveclainéd with cover soil
and revegetation. Storm water channels and detention ponds wereiplaged it gritical areas to
minimize erosion and reduce the release and transportof contaminants from historic mining
areas. This response action also included reclamation of'the Alicg:Dump and the removal of
about 50 cy of soils contaminated with elemental meréury inithe Destter Street area. The Alice
Dump is a large waste rock dump located in upper Missoula Gulgh that contained about 2 mcy of
contaminated soil and waste rock. At Bexter Street; a limited quantity of the mercury-
contaminated soils required disposal atap EPA-appriaved:hazardous waste disposal facility. The
remaining soils were disposed at'anign-site;waste repository.

5.1.1.2 ERAs

=  Lower Area One (LAQ]} ERA. This'ERA‘entailediremoval of accessible mine tailings impounded
in the Silver Bow Creek'tloodplain fromithé historic Colorado Smelter and Butte Reduction
Works facilities. Jn 1997, the PRP excavated and removed approximately 1.2 million cy of
tailings from the flpodplain. The:area was then backfilled with imported material, and the
stream channel wasigeconstructed; Waste removal was completed to a predetermined depth-of-
excavatinh contour. Tailings remain beneath the limits of the excavation and beneath the Metro
Sewage Treatment'Blant facility, historic slag walls, and other immovable structures. As a result,
a groundwater-collectionisystem was constructed in 1998 and the LAC revegetation plan was
completed;including stream bank reclamation. Phase II of the LAO ERA was an interim
hydrolugic equilibration and monitoring period that included ground and surface water
samplingywater fevel monitoring, and water treatability studies.

»  BPSOUERA (residential soils/source areas). Addresses residential areas with soil-lead
concentrations above the residential lead action level (1,200 mg/kg) via the work plan for
Residential Areas and the Butte-Silver Bow County Lead Prevention and Abatement Program.
This action also reclaimed, or repaired to EPA standards, more than 50 sites above the lead
action level for non-residential source areas (2,300 mg/kg).

5.1.1.3 Other Actions

*  LAO Manganese Removal {1992). This removal action was used to remove manganese ore
stockpiles in LAO within the floodplain of Silver Bow Creek. The piles were located east of the
Metro Sewage Plant and west of Montana Street in LAO. The action was done by the U.S. Bureau
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of Reclamation in cooperation with the Defense Logistics Agency and EPA. The stockpiles
included ore and process tailings remaining after efforts by the Department of Defense to
process manganese ore at the Butte Reductions Works Plant in World War II. A total of 261,000
cy were moved to a private repository in Whiskey Gulch, west of the BPSOU. The action was a
critical ancillary action to the LAO ERA

= Old Butte Landfill/ Clark Mill Tailings (1998). A RCRA corrective action was completed at
this site southwest of Butte. The site consisted of a 60-acre impoundment with approximately 1
million cy of mill tailings immediately adjacent to, and partially mixed with, the old Butte
Municipal Landfill. The mixed nature of the wastes necessitated a combined remedy be
performed under RCRA jurisdiction. At the Clark Mill Tailings, approximately 800,000 cy of the
Colorado Tailings removed from LAO were placed were in the repositgty. The fisial repository
cover was constructed in 1997 and 1998. The overall design included constructionipf a
recreational complex on top of the repository that included several irrigated ball fields;play
areas, and park buildings. The recreational complex was opengdin 2001:

*  Walkerville (2000). All unsampled residential properties in Walkerville were tested by EPA
and cleanups implemented at those residences with.gleévated.arsenie; lead, and/or mercury
above action levels. In all, approximately 40 properties were addressegd.

Through these removal actions, mine-impacted lagds have bgen addressediusing a variety of
engineering applications including storm water conttls, soil caps over mine waste, and mine waste
removals. Land reclamation using vegetatedisoil caps hés been a vital component of most response
actions taken at the BPSOU, and will play a keyirole in the'site remedy.

%5.1.72 Supsrfund Remadial Progranfctions
5.1.2.1 RI/FS

The RI/FS phase of the Superfiind process'determines the nature and extent of contamination at the
site, tests whether certaititechniglogies are capable of treating the contamination, and evaluates the
cost and performance 6f tectinologies that could be used to clean up the site. EPA began this work at
the BPSOU in 1988. The human health risk assessment for arsenic was completed in 1997, and
amended with a téghnical memorandumiin 2000. An ecological risk assessment was completed in
2001, followed'by the'Phase'll R repart in 2002 The Phase II FS was completed in 2004.

5.1.2.2 Propased Plan and ROD

On Becember 20,2004, EPA issued a proposed plan that described the preferred alternative for
cleantigiat the BPSOU:Aptiblic comment period ran for 90 days and included several public hearings
to explain the planand take comment. EPA received many comments during that comment period.
Based on théinput réceived, a responsiveness summary was prepared and was included as part of the
record of decisign (ROD).

The ROD summarizes the science behind the cleanup decision. It includes cleanup goals, compliance
with other laws, risks posed by site contaminants, evaluation of cleanup alternatives, and the rationale
for the cleanup decision. It demonstrates how the remedy selection process was carried out in
accordance with legal requirements. Finally, it provides a thorough site history and includes concerns
and comments on the proposed plan submitted by the public and EPA’s response to those comments.
The BPSOU ROD was issued in September 2006.

il

@mw

ED_002601_00009503-00050



feguiatory Activities

Modifications to the proposed plan based on public comment include:
»  Ashortened time frame for residential metals sampling and abatement.

»  Enhancement of the existing medical monitoring program to include the general population (not
just sensitive populations). In addition to blood lead, the program now includes blood mercury
and urinary arsenic.

= Continuation of groundwater treatment using the “treatment lagoons” on a probationary basis,
instead of construction of a new conventional lime treatment plant.

s Ashortened time frame for the storm water management program.

After the ROD was completed, EPA revised the CEP for the BPSOU to ensut¢'that it was ¢onsistent with
the final ROD.

5.1.2.3 Remedial Design/

Remedial design activities at the BPSOU have inclyded the following:

= RMAP. BSB has been addressing contaminated résidential propérties throughout the BPSOU.
BSB also addresses contaminated attics ghroughout the Butte area.

x  Butte Reclamation Evaluation System {BRES). The BRES is an on-going program that evaluates
the remediated Source Area$ithroughoutithe BPSOU. Each Source Area is evaluated every four
years to ensure that the ¢iaps meetall revegetitipn standards.

= MSD Subdrain. Th&MSDsubdrain has beés operating for approximately 10 years. The PRPs
continue to operate and maintain the system to collect contaminated groundwater.

= Groundwater Studieg, The PRPs have installed 43 additional groundwater monitoring wells to
aid in the'studyipf groundwateiin the BPSOU. Furthermore, there are 11 additional studies
that have been or ari¢heing conducted to ensure that the selected BPSOU remedies are
functionipgproperly. A'comprehensive groundwater study will be completed for the BPSOU in
earlyR013

s Butbte ReductionnWorks (BRW). Remedial action has been completed in the BRW area to
address contamination in the area and on-going maintenance is occurring to ensure that
remediation standards are being met at the site.

= Storm Water Best Management Practices (BMPs]) for the BPSOU. The PRPs have been installing
jBMPs to address storm water contamination from the BPSOU. These BMPs include the
installation of 1000s of feet of curb and gutter through out the BPSOU. Hydrodynamic devices
are being installed on 5 major drainage areas on the Butte hill. Barren areas thatare
contributing heavy metals to the storm water system are being capped. The major
underground storm water pipes have been investigated to determine if remedial action is
needed to upgrade or replace the pipes to improve storm water quality. BSB has implemented a
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s Timeiine of Regilatory Activities

comprehensive street maintenance and snow removal program to ensure contamination from
the Butte hill is not reaching Silver Bow Creek.

= Butte Treatment Lagoons (BTL) and West Camp Pump Station (WCP). The BTL and WCP have
been completely redesigned and are being reconstructed to ensure these components of the
groundwater collection and treatment system are of the highest engineering standards and will
continue to function well into the future.

= Butte Mine Waste Repository. The PRPs continue to operate and maintain the Butte Mine
Waste Repository. A new design will be generated to expand the repository

x  Monitoring. Groundwater, surface water and storm water monitoring js.ongoing through out
the BPSOU.

5.1.2.4 Unilateral Administrative Order

A Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) is an enforcement tool thatgompels Potentially Responsible
Parties (PRPs) to design and carry out cleanup actions. An objective of upeérfund énforcementis to
place ultimate responsibility for the costs of cleaning up Supertund sitesgn thosewho are considered
responsible. If PRPs do not comply with a UAO, EPA has theflexibility to determine whether to
perform a fund-financed cleanup and seek to recover thase costsdrontithe PRPs. PRPs have a strong
incentive to comply with UAOs, since the Superfund law atitherizéga courtito award penalties for non-
compliance.

On July 21, 2011 a UAO was issued to six PRPg for partial'tgmedial design, remedial action, and certain
operation and maintenance activities (éffectivedate of September 6, 2011). The 2011 UAO requires
the PRPs to implement parts of the 2006"BPSQU R@D, so cleanup work can move forward. The 2011
UAO does not address the final cleanup planforsurface water and groundwater at the BPSOU. The
2011 UAO does address workgfor residesitial cleanup;igap protection, and storm water controls that
are needed at this time.

The Partial Remedy Imiplementation:work plan (PRI work plan) attached to the UAO isnota
comprehensive or final wiork plin forimplementation of the 2006 BPSOU ROD. The work plan
describes:

= Statugiof remedial désign.and remedial implementation efforts for the 2006 BPSOU ROD

= i Remedial'design, remedial action, and operations and maintenance activities required for the
2011'and 2012 time period and other final remedial design plans.

The majorigemponents of work to be conducted under the PRI work plan are listed in Section 5.2.1.

5.1.2.5 Consent Decree

A consent decree (CD) is a legal document, approved by a judge, which formalizes an agreement
reached between EPA and PRPs for cleanup actions. CD negotiations have been ongoing for several
years in Butte because of many factors including the complexities of surface water and ground water
cleanup at the BPSOU, ; g. EPA will continue
negotiations with DEQ and the PRPs through further study, design, review,
and discussion. EPA issued the 2011 UAO to ensure that necessary and appropriate cleanup work in
Butte continues, even though a final CD has not been completed.
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siatory Activities

%5.1.3 Butte Residential Lead Program

Another risk-reduction strategy has been the ongoing RMAP operated by the BSB Health Department.
This program has removed sources of lead contamination starting in 1995 from yards and homes.

5.2 Upcoming Activities at the BPSOU - 20133 1o 2014
The following is a brief overview of upcoming activities at the BPSOU. The scope of work included in
the PRI work plan that will be conducted by the PRPs under the UAO over the next few years includes:

= Residential cleanup. Implementation of the RMAP (April 2010) is required. Flie RMAP requires
all yards within the BPSOU to be sampled and assessed within 10 years. If action levels are
exceeded, those yards must be remediated within 20 years (2011 ESD}:Additianal requirements
include addressing: non-mining lead sources, attic dust, communityigutreach, andimedical
monitoring.

= Storm water controls. Installation of devices within the Butte storin.water“gystem that will
reduce contamination levels before storm water enters Silver Bow Creél (SBC), Additional
requirements include installation of new catch basing; hydradynamic.devices(sediment catch),
curb and gutter, and the implementation of storm watég, system clean-out plans.

= Capping improvements. All capped waste sitesin Buttewill be evaluated. All capped waste sites
not in compliance will be corrected to meet ciprent capping ang vegetation standards.

s Metro Storm Drain System (MSD) and LAO. Improveéments to the LAO Treatment Lagoons and
the MSD interception and pumping systeny, are requiréd based on detailed engineering studies.

= Surface water protection. Remgoval of contaminated areas around SBC near Montana Street, and
the continuation of the hank andisediment remiaval plans for cleanup of contaminated mine-
waste in and near the éreek.

Exhibit 5-2 presents a ist afispecific activites that will be conducted. Updates will be provided to the
community in the bulletins arithat pitbilic meetings. For more information on a particular UAO
requirenment please contagt Nikig:Greene'at 406-457-5019 or greene.nikia@epa.gov.

5.3 Updates

EPA willupdate this section of the CEP annually so that interested community members can keep
abreéast of planned work at;the BPSOU. This information will also be provided to the community
throughiothermethods{eig, monthly bulletins in the newspaper and monthly progress reports on the
Silver Bow: Creek/Butte Area website at: www.epa.gov/region8/superfund/mt/sbcbutte /index.html.
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Exhibit 5-2. Upcoming BPSOU Activities

Ongoing Operation
and Maintenance

= MSD O&M
= BTL/WC/HCC Operation
= GW Monitoring

= Surface Water Monitoring
= Catch Basin O&M

Cleangut of Sediments from
STW system

Biitté Mine Waste Repository
Operatign

BRES Routitie O&M

Operations and
Maintenance Plans

Interim BTL/WC/MSD O&M
Plan

Interim Storm Water Ponds
and STW Engineered,
Structures O&M Plan

UAO Required
Construction &
Construction
Compiletion Reports

BTL Upgrades

Granite Mountain
MSD/BRW Upgrades and
BRW East End Grading
Curb and Gutter {Third
Cycle Phase I)

Curb and Gutter {Third
Cycle Phase I}

UAO Required

MSD Loading Studi&g

MSD to BRW LocalizediGW
Study

Hydrodynamic Devices

StormwateriaridiSaurce
Control Sités,

SBC Culvert Removal
Bufiala Gudeh Cateh, Basin
£anstruction

SilVier Bow/Blacktail Creik
Near $tream

Strest Maintenatfee and Snow
fanagement Plan

Romoial/Reclamation

Mifie. Waste Repository
Expahsion

Monitoring Well installation
and Construction Completion
Report

BRES Corrective Actions
liticit Connection Actions
RMAP

®

MSD Subdraiifraft
Groundwater Management
Report

Evaluation of Sediment
Removal

Studies .
= Abandoriad Aquediict = ‘Geothemistry Study * Health Study
Report:
Wetland
Demonstration Area »  “Preparation of plan
Work Plan

institutional Contrels

Plan l

= “iPreparation of plah

il

@mw
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Silver Bow County, Montana

People QuickFacts

Paopulation, 2011 estimate

Papulation, 2010

Papulation, percent change, 2000 to 2010

Population, 2000

Persons under 5 years, percent, 2010

Persons under 18 years, percent, 2010

Persons 65 years and over, percent, 2010

Female persons, percent, 2010

White persons, percent, 2010 (a)

Black persons, percent, 2010 (a)

American Indian and Alaska Native persons, percent, 2010 (a)
Asian persons, percent, 2010 (a)

Native Hawaiian and Other Pagific Islander, percent, 2010 (a)
Persons reporting two or more races, percent, 2010

Persons of Hispanic or Latino origin, percent, 2010 (b)

White persons not Hispanic, percent, 2010

Living in same house 1 year & over, 2006-2010

Foreign born persons, percent, 2006-2010

Language other than English spoken at home, pct age 5+, 2006-201¢
High school graduates, percent of persons age 25+, 2006-2010
Bachelor's degree or higher, pct of persons age 25+, 2006-2010
Veterans, 2006-2010

Mean travel time to work (minutes), workers age 16+, 200642610
Housing units, 2010

Homeownership rate, 2006-2010

Housing units in multi-unit structures, percent, 2006-2(10
Median value of owner-occupied housing units, 2006-2010
Households, 2006-2010

Persons per household, 2006-2010

Per capita money income in past 12 months (2010 dollérs) 2006-2010
Median household income 2006-2010

Persons below poverty level, percepti2006-20%9

Business QuickFacts

Private nonfarm establishimients, 2609

Private nonfarm employment;:2009

Private nonfarm emplayment, percent change 2000-2009
Neonemployer estahlishiments, 2009

Total number gfifirms, 2007

Black-ownedfiyms, percent, 2067

American Indiansiand Ataska Nativeigwned firms, percent, 2007
Asian-giwnéd. firmsiipercent, 2007

Nativig: Hawaiign and"@ther Pagific Islander-owned firms, percent, 2007
Hispanig:owned firms, péieenti 2007

Women-owned firins, percent’ 2007

Manufacturérs, shiptigfits, 2007 ($1000)

Merchant wholegaler sales, 2007 ($1000)

Retail sales, 200%{$1000)

Retail sales per capita, 2007

Accommodation and food services sales, 2007 ($1000)

Building permits, 2010

Federal spending, 2009

Silver Bow County
NA
34,200
-1.2%
34,606
5.8%
21.0%
16.4%
49.5%
94.4%
0.3%
1.9%
0.5%
0.1%
2.1%
3.9%

9N .4%
81.7%
2.1%
5:3%
912%
722.9%
8,423
18,1
16747
65.8%
21.9%
$117,200
14,847
2.19
$21,357
$37,986
17.8%

Silver Bow County

Montana
998,199
989,415
9.7%
902,195
6.3%
22.6%
14.8%
49.8%
89.4%
0.4%
6.3%
0.6%
0%
2.5%
2.9%
87.8%
83.2%
2.0%
4.6%
91.0%
27.9%
100,874
17.7
482,825
69.0%
16.3%
$173,300
401,328
2.36
$23,836
$43,872
4.5%

Montana
36,3262
341,3572
15.2%2
78,775
114,398
0.2%

2.0%

0.6%

S

1.0%
24.6%
10,638,145
202,782
14,686,854
$15,343
2,079,426
2,022
10,353,0342
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Geography QuickFacts

Silver Bow County Montana
Land area in square miles, 2010 718.48 145,545.80
Persons per square mile, 2010 476 6.8

Silver Bow County QuickFacts from U8 Census Bureau www.quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/30/30093. htm
3/26/2012

1: Counties with 500 employees or less are excluded.

2: Includes data not distributed by county.

Population estimates for counties will be available in April, 2012 and for cities in June, 2012.
(a) Includes persons reporting only one race.

(b} Hispanics may be of any race, so also are included in applicable race categories.

D: Suppressed to avoid disclosure of confidential information

F: Fewer than 100 firms

FN: Footnote on this item for this area in place of data

NA: Not available

S: Suppressed; does not meet publication standards

X: Not applicable

Z: Value greater than zero but less than half unit of measure shown

Source U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts. Data derived frédin'Pdpulation Estimates “Anerican Community

Survey, Census of Pepulation and Housing, State and County Housing UnitiEstimatds, CountiiBusiness Patterns, Nonemployer

Statistics, Economic Census, Survey of Business Owners, Building Permits, " Consolitiated Fedgral Funds Report

Last Revised: Tuesday, 31-Jan-2012 16:54.03 EST
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Appendix B

Copies of Recent Fact Sheets and Bulletins
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Appendix C

Contacts and Locations
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This appendix lists key community leaders, interested parties, and agency representatives, along with
their contact information. It also includes information about public meeting spaces and the document

repository. The following tables are included:

= Table C-1: Montana Department of Environmental Quality

s Table C-2: Federal Elected Officials
»  Table C-3: State Elected Officials
x  Table C-4: Local Officials (Elected and Appointed)

= Table C-5: Environmental Protection Agency Officials

= Table C-6: Montana Natural Resource Damages Program

= Table C-7: Public Interest Groups
= Table C-8: Media
x  Table C-9: Local Schools

»  Table C-10: Local Community Groups

«  Table C-11: Meeting Rooms and Document Repudsitories

Table C-1 Montana Department of EnvironmentalQuality

Name / Position Address

Contact Information {area code 406)

Joe Griffin 1100 N. Last €hahce Gulch
State Project Officer P.O. Box 200901
Heléna; Wontana 59620-0901

Sandi Olsen 1100 N. Last Chance Guich
Administrator P.0. Box 200901
Remediation, Divisiarn Helena, Montana 59620-0901
Richard Gpper 1520 E. Sixth Avenue
Director P.0O. Box 200901

Helena, MT 59620-0901

1100 N. Last Chance Gulch
P.0. Box 200901
Helena, Montana 59620-0901

Mary Ann Dunwell
Public Relations Specialist

Remediation Division

fgrfinfmt,

841-5042

841-5001
Fax: 841-5050

ropperdmtgoy
444-2544

Fax: 444-4386

iR
8415016
Fax: 841-5050
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Table C-2 Federal Elected Officials

Name / Position

Address

Contact information {area code 406)

Senator Max Baucus

Holly Luck / Jilian Morgan

Kim Krueger / Jake Maciag

Kirby Campbell-Rierson

David Cobb

Senator Jon Tester

Pamela Haxby-Cote
Field Director

Congressman Senny Reliberg

MikeiWaite
Suzanne Btudés

Washington D.C.
511 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20510

Empire Block
30 West 14th Street Suite 206
Helena, MT 59601

Silver Bow Center
125 West Granite Suite 100
Butte, MT 59701

8 3rd Street £
Kalispell, MT 59901

32 £ Babcock
Bozeman, MT 59715

204 Russell Senateg,Office Building,
Washington, DC 20510-2604

Capital One Céntér
208 N'Montanadifventi; Stite 202
Heélena, MT59601

Silier:Bow Center
125 WiGranite, Suite 200
Butte, M 59701

Washihgton, DC Office
516 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC, 20515

Helena District Office
950 North Montana Ave
Helena, MT 59601

max@baucus.senate.gov

(202) 224-2651

Fax: {202} 224-0515
jillian_morgan@baucus.senate.gov
449-5480

Fax: 449-5484

kim_krueger @bgiiciEsenate.gov
782-8700
Fax: 782-6553

75641150
Fax: 752-1152

David_cobtiPbaucus senate.gov
5250177
Fax: 5866104

rit@tester. senate.gov
202) 224-2644

Fax: (202) 224-8594

449-5401
Fax: 449-5462

pamela_haxby-cote@tester.senate.gov
723-3277
Fax: 782-4717

denny.rehberg@rmail.house.gov
(202) 225-3211
Fax: {202) 225-5687

nike.waite@mail.house.gov
suzanne.studer@mail.house.gov
443-7878

Fax: 443-8890
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Table C-3 State Elected Officials

Name / Position

Address

Contact Information {area code 406}

Governor Brian D. Schweitzer

Lieutenant Governor

John Bohlinger

Mike Volesky

Natural Resource Policy Advisor

House District 73
Silver Bow County
Pat Noonan (D)

House District 74
Silver Bow County
Max Yates (R)

House District 75

Silver Bow County
Edie McClafferty (D)

House District 76
Silver Bow County

Jon Sesso (D)

Senatgif¥istrict 37
Silvér Bow County
Steve Gaflus (I}

Senate District'33
Silver Bow County

Jim Keane (D)

Office of the Governor

Montana State Capitol Bldg. Rm 204
P.O. Box 200801

Helena MT 59620-0801

Office of the Lt. Governor
Mentana State Capitol Bldg.
PO Box 200801

Helena, MT 59620-1901

Helena
P.O. Box 200801
Helena MT 59620

PO Box 90

Ramsay, MT 59748

PO Box 368%
Butte, MT 59762

13T%Stuart: Avenue
Butte, MTBQ761

sy, Galéna Street
Butte, WIT 59701

2319 Harvard Avenue
Butte, MT 59701

2131 Wall Street
Butte, MT 59701

444-3111
Fax: 444-5529

444-3111%
Fax: 444:4648

565:0518

498-3685

max.yates.hd74@gmail.com

490-5873
ediemcclafferty@gmail.com

490-7405

jonsesso@yahoo.com

494-3914

steve.gallus@gmail.com

723-8378
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Table C-4 Local Officials (Elected and Appointed)

Name / Position

Address

Contact information {area code 406)

Butte Silver Bow County
Chief Executive
Paul Babb

Butte-Silver Bow County
Planning Department

Jon Sesso

Butte-Silver Bow County
Weed Control

Jon Sesso

Butte Silver Bow County
Commission

District 1 Glen Granger
District 2 Sheryl Ralph
District 3 John Morgan
District 4 Terry Schultz

District 5 Dennis Henderson

District 6 Wally Frasz
District 7 Bud Walker
District 8 Ristene Hall
District 9 Dan Foley
District 10 Bill Andersen
District 11 Cindi Shaw

District 12 Dave Palmer {Chaitipan)

Butte-Silver Bow County
Health Departirient
Terri Hagking

Health Admitistrator

Courthouse, Room 106
155 West Granite Street
Butte, MT 59701

Courthouse, Room 108

Courthouse, Room 108

Courthouse, Room 12

25 West Front Street

497-6220

497-6250

497-6250

497-6200

497-5020
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Table C-5 Environmental Protection Agency Officials

Name / Position Address

Contact Information {area code 406)

Region 8 Organization
MT OPERATIONS OFFICE (MO}

Director

Julie DalSoglio
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Baucus Federal Building

Deputy / Superfund 10 West 15th Street

Joe Vranka

Suite 3200

Helena, MT 59626
Administrative Officer

Deb Clevenger

Remedial Project Manager
Nikia Greene

Remedial Project Manager 400 N. Main Street, Rm:339
Sara Sparks Butte, MT 59701

Table C-6 Montana Natural Resource Damages Program

o dulie@e

457-5001
toll-free: 866-457-2690

457:5039

457-5004

giéisne nikiifige
{806)-4575019

sigrks.sarai@eps poy

782-7415

Contact information {area code 406)

Name / Position Bddress

Program Chief, NRDP 130T East Logkey

Carrol Fox Helena MT59620

NRDF Advisory Committee MontatigiBepartment of Justice
Natural Resource DamageiProgratn 1301 East Lockey

P.@iiBox 201425
Helena, MT 59620-1425

cfox@mt.gov
444-0209

E-mail: nrdp@mt.gov
444-0205
Fax: 444-0236
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Table C-7 Public Interest Groups

Name / Position

Address

Contact information {area code 406)

Butte Local Development
Commission

Butte Restoration Alliance
Nick Jaynes, Exec.Co-chair
Suzzann Nordwick, Exec.Co-chair

Butte-Silver Bow Chamber of
Commerce

Citizens Technical Environmental
Commiittee (CTEC)

Dr. John Ray, President

Janice Hogan, TAG administrator

Clark Fork Coalition

Clark Fork River Technical Advisory
Committee (CFRTAC)

Darryl Barton

Clark Fork Watershed Edu. Program
Matt Vincent - Program Administrator

Jen Titus - Science Coordinator

Mainstreet Uptown Butte
George Everett

Montana Board of Env. Revigy
Joe Russell, Chairman

State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO)

Helena/tewis & Clark Co

Histaric Presetyation@fficer

Paul Pufz

Upper Clark Féik.River Basin Remediation & Restoration Advisory Council {UCFRB)

Attorney GeneralSteve Bullock

480 E. Park Street Suite 101
Butte, MT 59701

1000 George Street
Butte, MIT 59701

27 West Park Street
P.Q. Box 0593Butte
MT 59703-0593

140 4th St. W., Unit #1
Missoula, MT 59801
PB Box 7593
Missoula, MT 59807

PO Box 224
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Technical Qutreach
PET:Q03, Motitana Tech
Techijcal:Qutréach
RET 003; MontanaiTech
66 W.'Park 5%, Suite 211

Bi0. Box 69§
Butte, MIT 59703

1035 FiestiAve West
Kalispelt, MT 59901

Historic Preservation Program

316 N Park
Helena MT 59623

Department of Justice
P.C. Box 201401
Helena, MT 59620-1401

723-4349
vy Bide.net

498-7818
565-1537

723-3177

72356247

i

infe@clarkfork.org
542-6539

Fax 542:5032

darryibbarton@yahoo.com
846-1929

Cell: 498-5959

496-4832

jtitus@ nytech.edu
496-4691

VWL TR RIS suttenrg)

497-6464

Office: 751-8101
Home: 752-6199

pputz@co.Jewis-clark.mt.us

447-8357
Fax: 447-8398

E-mail: contactdoj@mt.gov
444-2026

Fax: 444-3549
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Table C-8 Media

Name / Position

Address

Contact information {area code 406)

KTVH {NBC}), channel 12

Don Dunwell

KXLH {CBS}
Kay Rossi

KXLF (CBS), channel 4

KTVM {NBC}, channel 8

The Montana Standard (Daily)

Carmen Winslow, Editor

Silver State Post

Sarah Frazer

Anaconda Leader (Bi:sWeekly)
Kathie MillerEditor

Missaulian

Sherry Beyin; Editor

Helena Independent Record

John Doran, Editor

100 W. Lyndale
Helena, MIT 59601

State Capital Building
Helena, MIT 59620

1003 S. Montana St.
Butte, MT 59701

750 Dewey Boulevard
Butte, Montana 59701
P.0.Box 3113

Butte, Montana 5970%

Butte Office
25 W. Gignite 5t.
Butte, MT:59701

PO Box 11E

Degiitodge, MT59722

121 Mafn'Street
Andgcbnda, MT 59711

500 S. Higgins
Missoula MT 59802

P.0. Box 4249
Helena, MT 59604

457-2700
Fax: 442-5106
Ddunwell@KTVH.com

442-4641
Cell; (406) 4599858

782-B444
496-8475
Faxi722-8908

néws@KTVM . com
Faxi494-2572
4947603

editor@mtstandard.com
496-5510
(800) 877-1074

sspoffice@bresnan.net
846-2424
Fax: 846-2453

leadernews@anacondaleader.com
563-5283
Fax: 563-5284

newsdesk@missoulian.com
523-5200

Toll free: 1-800-366-7102
Fax: 523-5294

irstaff@helenair.com
447-4000
Fax: 447-4052
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Table C-9 Local Schools

School

Address

Contact information
{area code 406)

High Schoeols
Butte High School
Butte Central High School

Capstone Christian Academy

Middle Schools
East Middle School
Butte Central Junior High School

Capstone Christian Academy

Elementary Schools

Emerson Elementary

Hillcrest Elementary

Butte Central Elementary School
Kennedy Elementary

Margaret Leary Elementary
West Elementary

Whittier Elementary
Butte-Silver Bow Montessori
Webster Garfield Complex

Capstone Christian Academy

401 S. Wyoming
9 South Idaho Street
1485 Continental Drive

2600 Grand Ave.
1100 Delaware Ave.
1485 Continental Drive

1924 Phillips Ave.
3000 Continental Dr:
1100 Delaware Bve;
West Hotiet St.

4.% Mile VueiRd.
Erfiett & Steel&iSts.
2500i8herman.

1800 Slifiset Rd.
1050'5i ehtana St.
1485 Continéntal Drive

783-9008
782-6761
782-7777

53342600
782-4508
782-7777

533-2800
533-2850
782-4500
533-2450
533-2550
533-2700
533-2890
494-1033
533-2990
782-7777
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Table C-10 Local Community Groups

Group Address Contact Information {area code 406}
Big Brothers/Sisters 405 W. Park Ann Courtney 782-9644
BPOE (Elks) 206 W. Galena Al Bersanti 782-3278

Butte Citizens for Preservation

and Revitalization 27 N. Excelsior

Butte Historical Society 2003 Argyle
CTEC 27 W. Park
Exchange Club PO Box 430
Food Bank PO Box 54

Habitat for Humanity 66 W. Park, Suite 214

Kiwanis, Butte-Silver Bow 40 E. Broadway

Montz_mé Landlords 849 W. Galena
Association
National Affordable Housing

Network
Rotary Club

66 W. Park, Suite 214

2000 Ottawa

Senior Citizens (Belmont) 615 E. Mercury

Table C-11 Meeting Rooms and Document Répositories

Meeting Rooms

Larry Smith 496-4379

Jim Courtney 782-9287

Janice Hogan 723-6247

Steve Daniel 782-4235

JoAnn and lim Cortese:782-6230
Barb Miller 782-814%

Betsy Pahut 497-2609

Jean RuppertZ82:2721

Barbaraifdiller 782:8145

Rofiilghnsoty 782-0280
Nancy Gibson723:7773

Name / Position Address

Contact Information {area code 406)

Montana Tech Library Auditorium 1300 WestPark;‘Butte, NE:
Butte Archive 17 W Quartz 5t:

Repositories

846-3680
782-3280

Name / Position Bddress

Contact Information {area code 406)

Montana DEQ 118& North"Last Chance Gulch
Remediation Risiision Helena;MT 59620

EPA Records Cefyter

Helena, MT 59626
EPA'Btte Office 400 N. Main Street, Rm 339
Butte, MT 59701

1300 West Park
Butte, MT 59701

Montana TechiLibrary

457-5000
Toll Free: 800-246-8198

10 West 15th Street; Suite 3200

457-5046

782-7415

496-4281

Documents may also be viewed on EPA website v, epa.govregionissuperfund/mitshohutte fndex Simi
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